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a Paris interview, Lindbergh said, “I am an
air mail pilot and expect to fly the mall
again.” And, as a matter of fact, he later
did fiy his old route between Chicago and
St. Louis once again.

Although the Post Office Department
actually carried mall up to August 1927, it
gradually surrendered its operations as soon
as contractors with the abllity and sufficient
financial backing to perform the service
could be secured. The Department fostered
and nurtured commercial aviation and then
turned it over to private enterprise.

We have other examples of a similar pat-
tern in Post Office history. In most indus-
trialized foreign countrles, telephone, tele-
graph, and broadcasting facilities are owned
by the government. In the United States,
we feel that these functions are best left in
private hands. However, the telegraph began
as a Government-fostered enterprise in this
country.

A telegraph line was opened between
Washington and Baltimore in 1845. It was
built at Government expense by its inventor,
Samuel P. B. Morse. Postmaster General
Cave Johnson fixed the cost at 1 cent for
every four characters.

‘When Morse offered his patent to the Gov-
ernment for $100,000, the Post Office Depart~-
ment turned it down as unpromising. Post-
master General Johnson advised Morse “that
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the operation of the telegraph between
Washington and Baltimore had not satisfied
him that under any rate of postage that
could be adopted, its revenues could be made
equal to its expenditures.”

Postmaster General Johnson's crystal ball
was a mite clouded, but so were the crystal
balls of later seers. Here is a story that
appeared in a Boston newspaper about three-
quarters of a century ago:

“A man about 46 years of age, giving the
name of Joshua Coppersmith, has been ar-
rested in New York for attempting to ex-
tort funds from ignorant and superstitious
people by exhibiting a device which he says
will convey the human volce over metallic
wires. He calls the instrument a ‘telephone’
which is obviously intended to imitate the
word ‘telegraph’ and win the confidence of
those who know the success of the latter
instrument. Well-informed people know
that it is impossible t¢ transmit the human
volce over wires as may be done with dots
and dashes and signals of the Morse Code,
and that, even were it possible to do so, the
thing would be of no practical value. The
authorities who apprehended this eriminal
are to be congratulated, and it is hoped that
his punishment will be prompt and fitting,
that it may serve as an example to other
conscienceless schemers who enrich them-
selves at the expense of their fellow crea-
tures.”
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The bad prophets have not been restricted
to the field of communications. As late as
1901, Wilbur Wright doubted that man would
fly “within a thousand years.”

We need not feel superior to the bad gues-
sers of times past. Wilbur Wright, despite
his own skepticism, went on to fly the first
heavier-than-air machine with his brother
only 2 years later. We have a coplous share
of the timid and unimaginative amongst us
today.

There are those who are agalnst the at-
tempt to fiy a man to the moon because
they say it would cost too much. There are
those who oppose renewed efforts to reach a
test-ban agreement on the grounds that we
have falled before. There are those whose
only answer 100 years after the Emancipation
Proclamation to the demands for equality
and justice of Negro Amerlcans is more pa-
tlence and further delay. The following
words were written by Abraham Lincoln in
1862:

“The dogmas of the quiet past are inade-
quate to the stormy present. * * * As our
case is new, so we must think anew and act
anew. We must disenthrall ourselves.”

Today, we must, once again, disenthrall
ourselves.

I wish the Civil Aeronautics Board a happy
birthday and continued success in guiding
the aviation industry.

Happy landings to all of you.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Moxnpay, Jury 1, 1963
The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following communi-
cation from the Speaker:

THE SPEAKER’'S RooM,
July 1, 1963.
I hereby designate the Honorable CARL AL-
BERT to act as Speaker pro tempore today.
Jorn W. McCORMACK,
Speaker of the House
of Representatives.

The Reverend Michael J. Churak, su-
preme chaplain of the Slovak Catholic
Federation of America, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

O Holy Lord, Father Almighty, eternal
God, from Whom all authority proceeds,
and under whose loving care nations
prosper and flourish, deign to bless all
assembled here for the opening of this
session of the House of Representatives.
Be present with us, O Holy Spirit,
throughout this session. Come to help
us in our affairs and deign to enter into
our deliberations.

Direct us in our paths to seek the wel-
fare of all our citizens, without regard
to race, color, or creed, to assure the
blessings of freedom for all peoples
throughout the world even those who now
suffer from tyranny and oppression. Let
us strive to promote peace among all the
nations of the world, a peace founded on
the four pillars of “truth, justice, love,
and freedom”—*Pacem in Terris,” Pope
John XXIIT.

In this 11th centennial year of the ar-
rival of SS. Cyril and Methodius in Slo-
vakia and during the observance of SS.
Cyril and Methodius Week—July 1 to
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July T—we especially invoke Thee to look
down upon the 2 million citizens, Amer-
icans of Slovak descent, who, enriched
with the heritage of these saintly broth-
ers, have contributed to the material and
spiritual well-being of America.

As we approach the celebration of the
Declaration of Independence of our own
country, look down, we humbly invoke
Thee, on the nation of Slovakia and all
nations, whose people have been deprived
of the blessings of freedom. Grant, we
pray, that truth, justice, love, and free-
dom may prevail in our own beloved
country and among all the peoples of
the world. This we ask in the name of
Christ, our Lord. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The Journal of the proceedings of
Thursday, June 27, 1963, was read and
approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
McGown, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles:

H.R. 1267. An act for the relief of Law-
rence E. Bird;

H.R. 1275. An act for the relief of Miss Ann
Super;

H.R. 1282. An act for the relief of Carmela
Calabrese DiVito;

H.R. 1332, An act for the relief of Mario
Rodrigues Fonseca;

H.R.1736. An act for the relief of Assunta
DiLella Codella;

H.R,.33566. An act for the rellef of Jose-
phine Maria (Bonaccorso) Bowtell;

H.R.4773. An act for the relief of Leroy
Smallenberger, a referee in bankruptey.

The message also announced that the
_Sena.te had passed bills and a joint reso-
iution of the following titles, in which

the concurrence of the House is re-
quested:

S.280. An act for the relief of Etsuko Mat-
suo McClellan;

5.206. An act for the relief of Anne Marle
EKee Tham;

8. 538. An act for the relief of Henry Bang
Williams;

S5.546. An act to authorize the Secretary
of the Navy to grant easements for the use
of lands in the Camp Joseph H. Fendleton
Naval Reservation, Calif., for a nuclear elec-
tric generating station;

5.568. An act for the rellef of Denis Ryan;

S5.733. An act for the relief of Yung Yuen
Yau;

8.763. An act for the rellef of Mrs. Giu-
seppa Rafala Monarca;

S.879. An act to provide for the striking
of medals in commemoration of the 150th
anniversary of the building of Perry's fleet
and the Battle of Lake Erle;

S.1082. An act to establish in the Treasury
a correctional industries fund for the govern-
ment of the District of Columbia, and for
other purposes;

8.1125. An act to provide for the striking
of medals in commemoration of the 100th an-
niversary of the admission of Nevada to
statehood;

S.1201. An act for the relief of Dr. James
T. Maddux;

5.1230. An act for the relief of Carlton M.
Richardson;

8.1401. An act to authorize the Commis-
sioners of the District of Columbia to ac-
quire, construct, operate, and regulate a pub-
lic off-street parking facllity;

5. 1489. An act for the rellef of J. Arthur
Fields; and

8.J. Res. 51. Joint resolution to authorize
the presentation of an Air Force Medal of
Recognition to Maj. Gen. Benjamin D. Fou-
lois, retired.

AN ACT TO PROVIDE FOR AN ADDI-
TIONAL ASSISTANT SECRETARY
IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT
The SPEAEKER pro tempore. The

Chair desires to announce that pursuant

to the authority granted the Speaker on

Thursday, June 27, 1963, the Speaker did
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on June 28, 1963, sign the following
enrolled bill of the Senate:
8. 1359. An act to provide for an additional

Assistant Secretary in the Treasury Depart-
ment.

PERMISSION TO FILE CONFERENCE
REPORT ON H.R. 5207

Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the managers
on the part of the House have until mid-
night tonight to file a conference report
on H.R. 5207, the Foreign Service Build-
ings Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Isthere
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Louisiana?

There was no objection.

STATUS OF THE APPROPRIATION
BILLS AND THE BUDGET

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Missouri?

There was no objection.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this is a
significant day on the congressional cal-
endar and at the Treasury. Today, July
1, is the first day of the new fiscal year
1964. Throughout the country business-
men generally are accustomed, at the
end of the old fiscal year and the be-
ginning of the new fiscal year, to strike
a balance to ascertain just where they
stand financially. It is perhaps not
amiss for us to briefly record just where
we are in the appropriations business of
the session and the condition of the
budget.

APPROPRIATION ACTIONS TO DATE

Seven appropriation bills for fiscal
1964 and two bills for fiscal 1963, dis-
posing of about $73,631,000,000 of the
President’s current budget requests, have
been sent to the Senate. The Commit-
tee on Appropriations cut the budget in
these bills by $3,833,000,000. The House
did not agree in some particulars and
restored $432,000,000. Thus the nine
bills were sent to the other body $3,-
401,000,000 below the corresponding
budget requests.

In addition to the two bills for fiseal
1963, the Senate has also passed upon
three of the regular 1964 bills, involving
budget requests, in all, of $9,518,000,000,
And, characteristically, four of the five
bills were returned carrying larger ap-
propriations than originally voted by the
House—$207,000,000 more.

Three bills—the two for fiscal 1963 and
one for fiscal 1964—have been enacted
into law. In total, they were $286,000,000
below the budget amounts.

APPROFRIATION BILLS NOT YET REPORTED

Five regular 1964 bills, plus the usual
closing supplemental, remain to be re-
ported to the House. They prospectively
involve requests of roughly $26,000,-
000,000 on the present basis. One of
these, the District appropriation bill,
will be taken up on the floor next week.
Hearings on the others are either com-
pleted or well along., All of them hinge,
in whole or in part, on annual authori-
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zation bills not yet enacted—in two in-
stances, not even reported from the leg-
islative committees. The Committee on
Appropriations cannot, under the rules
of the House, bring in a bill until the ap-
propriation has been authorized by law.

In the meantime the Government is
operating on a minimum basis under the
general continuing resolution.

BACEDOOR APPROPRIATIONS

In addition, the significant backdoor
bill thus far is the $2,000,000,000 for the
Export-Import Bank which the House
refused to approve on the backdoor basis
but on which the Senate insists. The
Senate has never been reluctant to initi-
ate backdoor appropriations—and they
are trying it on this bill, and unfortu-
nately for the prerogatives and position
of the House maintained from the be-
ginning, there is a not inconsiderable
encouragement on occasion from the
legislative committees. It is incredible
that Members would in any way encour-
age and support erosion of this all-im-
portant position of the House as the body
closest to the people and to their pocket-
books.

FISCAL SITUATION

Mr. Speaker, we are spending money
at a more rapid rate than ever before.
The interest on the public debt—over
$10,000,000,000 a year—is appalling.
There seems to be no serious thought
about liquidating the debt on a system-
atic basis or of decreasing our rate of
spending. Our expenditures are con-
stantly accelerating. We are taking in
more money, we are enjoying more na-
tional revenue than ever before in the
history of the country but we are still
running in the red. The fiscal year 1963
closed yesterday with a deficit somewhere
near $8,000,000,000. In the year begin-
ning today we face another big deficit—
no one knows just how much. And for
the 10th consecutive year—a full dec-
ade—we have disregarded precedent and
again extended war taxes in time of
peace, and still the budget is out of bal-
ance. Still the Treasury has to go out
and borrow from future generations to
meet the higher and higher expenditures.
It is becoming almost characteristic that
the more money the Treasury takes in
the more it spends.

Slowly but surely circumstances are
in the process of convening at the point
representing the inevitable limit. We
owe more—our national debt limit this
morning, under the terms of the recent
extension, is $309,000,000,000—the high-
est in 175 years. And that is only for the
next 60 days. Continuing to insist on
spending more than the Treasury col-
lects makes it necessary to boost the
ceiling next month closer to the inevita-
ble limit—to the suggested figure of at
least $320,000,000,000. And further defi-
cits have been flatly predicted for 2
more years. That means another debt
boost—27 deficits in the last 33 years—
with at least 3 more to follow before any
hope of the budget being in the black.
Incredible.

Mr. Speaker, the prewar purchasing
power of the dollar is now down to 45
cents. In 1936 it was $1.07 The decline
1s in no small measure due to these con-
stant expenditures in excess of the reve-
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nue—inflation. As a result, the cost of
living has gone up. Every family today
is spending over twice what they former-
1y spent to maintain themselves at the
existing cost of living. In the last 2
months the official index hit a new
high—and the dollar a new low.

The Treasury's supply of gold is now
down to $15,700,000,000. We have lost
$7,200,000,00C of it since the run began
in early 1958. With the persistent im-
balance, the persistent deficit in our bal-
ance of international transactions, it is of
little or no comfort that the precipitate
gold outflow has subsided. The supply
remains low, and is getting lower. We
lost $65,000,000 more last week, The sit-
uation is precarious. And the way we
manhandle the value of our dollar it
seems highly unlikely foreign bankers
holding claims on our gold will mate-
rially upgrade their confidence in it.
Spending money we do not have for
things we could postpone until we had
the money has contributed heavily to the
deterioration. Nondefense spending has
unbalanced the budgets time and again,
as we have repeatedly documented. And
continuing to spend more than we take
in, loading the difference on future gen-
erations, will certainly make foreign
holders of our dollars more apprehen-
sive—and skeptical—about our willing-
ness to face up to the demand of the
times. As a high administration official
said not so long ago, foreign holders of
dollars would much prefer that we put
a ceiling on Federal spending than on
the Federal debt.

It is to be hoped, it is to be urged, Mr.
Speaker, that we take under serious con-
sideration a policy which will significant-
ly reduce the expansion of present pro-
grams and eliminate new programs
which require further expenditures and
simultaneously place into effect a pro-
gram which will reduce the burdensome
Federal taxes.

We do not have to go very far to find
out who is responsible for ever-increas-
ing spending beyond what we take in.
In the final analysis, Congress is respon-
sible—often, of course, as the urgent re-
quest of the executive branch. Hardly a
month passes but what we are authoriz-
ing some new projects, some new pro-
gram, some new activity that has never
been provided before. We are almost
constantly authorizing and appropriat-
ing for some new expenditures, for new
activities, or expanding going programs
when we cannot pay or refuse to pay for
the old ones which we have authorized
and appropriated over the years. Every
budget from the executive branch advo-
cates new activities and new spending.

But the final responsibility is right
here in Congress. We have to quit au-
thorizing new projects and expanding old
programs and begin paying for the old
projects for which we owe. I trust this
will be taken into consideration in the
near future, and that there will be seri-
ous effort to pay something on our in-
debtedness in order to help our credit.

I include as a part of my remarks a
table showing the various appropriation
bills of the session to date. We are cut-
ting the budget but at the same time ap-
propriating larger amounts than the
previous year,



8961

HSNOH — Q¥00dY TYNOISSTIONOD

The appropriation bills, 88th Cong., 1st sess., as of July 1, 1963
[Does not include back-door appropriations or permanent appropriations under previous legislation. Does include indefinite fati carried in annual appropriation bills]
House
Bill No. Title Amount reported House action compared with—
P Budg;tnuﬁmm Date urg— Amounl(:.wals Te- beompamd wntl.]m Date | A t as passed
ouse udget estimal passed
2% b Budget estimates | Amount reported
1063 SUFFLEMENTALS
ft 284, Suppl tal, Agriculture. 1$508, 172,000 | Feb. 26 SEB ITHR 000 |- s s ainaai Feb. 27 $508, 172,000 |._-....
H.R, 5517 ] tal 1,641,507,106 | Apr. 5 988, 756, 506 —$652, 750,600 | Apr. 10 1, 438, 691, 506 —$202, 8185, 600 T
Public works acceleration (500, 000, 000; {—m 000, 000, Em 000, 000} (=50, 000, 000) +wo.ooo,oou
All other, (1, 141, 507, 108, 088, 756, 506) ~162, 750, 600; 088, 691, 506, (—152, 815, 600) (=85, 000;
Total, 1963 suppl 2,149, 679, 106 1; 496, 928, 508 =652, 750, 600 1, 946, 863, 506 =202, 815, 600 +440, 935, 000
1964 APFROPRIATIONS
H.R. 5279 Interior 998,009,000 | Mar. 28 929, 690, 200 —68, 318,800 | Apr. 2 922, 625, 200 —75,383,
Loan s im,wo.ooo; R (6, 000, 000) (=1, 000, ; (6, 000, 000) (=17, 000, 000
Gantract authorlty 17, 500, 000, i 1y e A S B NP (=17, 500, 000
SR Bl s ry-Post Office..... 6, 146,842,000 | Apr. 1 5, 997, 026, 000 —140,816,000 5, 997, 026, 000 —140,816,000
. s 5, 750,480,000 | Apr, 25 5, 440, 988, 000 —309, 501, 000 5, 449, 081, 000 , 508, 000
» culture. 6, 368, 755,000 | June 3 5, 979, 457, 000 -m.mow 5, 979, 457, 000 -m.mmo
Loan authorizations (855, 000, 000) (855, 000, 000) |. (855, 000, 000) |
P A e e e Legislative 2148, 580,245 | June 6 1140, 038, 919 —8, 541, 326 1140, 038, 919 —8, 541, 326
BB TR e Sl State, Justice, Uommerm, P T SRR RS AR S 2,159, 891, 900 | June 14 1, 851, 269, 900 —308, 622, 000 1, 851, 260, 900 —308, 622, 000 |
H.R. 7179 Defense 40,014, 237, 000 | June 21 47,092, 209, 000 =1, 922, 028, 000 47, 082, 008, 000 —1, 932, 228, 000
Total, 1964 appropriations 70, 505, 804, 145 67, 439, 679, 019 —3, 156, 125, 126 67, 422, 407, 019 —3, 1783, 307, 126
Total, all appropriations. 72, 745, 483, 251 , 607, —3, 808,875,726 | oo 69, 360, 270, 525 -3, 8?6 212,726 432, 663, 000
Tota! l,l oan authorizations. (868, 000, (861, 000, 000) (=7, 000, (861, 000, 000) ( 7, 000, } s e i b
otal, contract authority (17, 500, 000, (=17, 500, 00O, (=17, 50D, 000) o e e oo
Benate Final action
Increase or
Bill No. Title Senate action compared with— pared to budget
e‘Btheé Date Amount as Date A t as Date 4 Amouni;;e Izuhl]ée estimates to
!\eported repoﬂ«ed passad pasaed aj aj OV W NO. date
to Senate Budget House action Ll i
estimates
1063 SUPFLEMENTALS
H.J.Res. 284...... Supplemental, Agricnlture. ... ........_| $508, 172,000 | Feb, 28 $508, 172,000 | Mar. 4 BO0B, 172, 000 .5 oa i it ks sk P s i s Mar. 6 $508, 172, 000 [ ] e R
H R B Supglemanllﬂ 1, 652,300,456 | Apr. 24 1,486,006,841 | May 1 1, 488, 683, 841 —$163, 616, 615 | --$49,902,335 | May 17 1, 467, 430, 401 88-25 184, 869, 065
ublic works acceleration. .......... (500, 000, 000} | e e e (450, 000, 000) |- e e eaemaee (450, 000, 000) (~—50, 000, 000, (450, 000, WJ; (—Bﬂ.m%
other (1,152, 300, 456, (1, 036, 096, 841 (1,088, 688. 841) (—113, 6186, 615) | (449, 992,335) | ........ (1,017, 430, 491 —134, 869,
Total, 1963 supplementals.......... 2,160,472, 456 1, 004, 268, 841 1, 996, 855, 841 —163, 616, 615 1,975, 602, 401 —184, B69, 965
1964 APPROPRIATIONS
998, 009, 000 | May 22 970,003, 400 | May 28 979, 693, 400 —18, 315, 600 57, 068, 200
13, 000, 000, (8, 000, 000) (6, D00, 000) -7, 000,
17, 500, 000 R A e vt oot e (~17, 500, 000, e
6,146, 842,000 | May 3 6,074, 216,250 | May 8 6, 069, 466, 250 —77, 375,750 72,440,250 | June 13 6, 045, 466, 000 88-39 —101, 376, 000
gislati 3 182,218, 450 | June 25 168, 273,060 | June 26 168, 273, 069 —13, 945, 381 {28, 234, 150
HR. 7063 .| Stnta, Justice, Commerce, Judjcla.ry..-- e
BR.TIO__0_ Defense. ..o ooeeeeeeee 7
Total, 1964 appropriations.________ 7,827, 068, 450 7,221, 582, 719 7,217,482, T19 —109, 636, 731 | <4157, 742, 600 6, 045, 466, 000 101, 376, 000
Total, all appropriations. .. 9, 487,541,906 | ___ ... 9, 215, 851, 560 9, 214, 258, 560 —278,253, 346 | 4207, 734,035 8,021, 401 —286, 245, 965
Total, loan suth%ﬂmﬁons.. Ela.oou A1) ) SR (6, 000, 000) (6, 000, 000) (=17, 000, 000; e s
Total, contract authority. - (=17, 500, 000,
1 Shifted from b for 1964, which was reduced accordingly.
1 Excludes Senate

Nore.—Totals reflect amounts approved and comparisons at latest stage of congressional action on each bill.

12021



12022

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Iowa?

There was no objection.

Mr, JENSEN. Mr, Speaker, I am al-
ways glad to hear our chairman, the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CANNON],
who is chairman of the House Commit-
tee on Appropriations, talk about the
road on which we are traveling at break-
neck speed, the road to national bank-
ruptey.

1, too, have admonished the Congress
of the United States on many occasions
to make an about face before it is too
.ate.

Now, to give you a few figures which
will put this matter in focus a little bet-
ter. I am sure that not too many people
realize that each American family today
must pay about $15 a month just to pay
the interest on the national debt. They
must also pay about $25 a month just
to pay the salaries of Federal employees.
We passec. a bill a few days ago, a mili-
tary appropriation bill, which called for
each American family to pay $75 a
month. There in those three items alone
the American family, each American
family, on an average will pay in the
fiscal year 1964, $115 every month. That
brings it down to facts and figures that
most people can understand. That is to
say, this brings it down to facts and
figures on what the people have to pay
above the many Federal expenditures
that we are called on to appropriate for
each year.

ANNIVERSARY OF THE SIGNING OF
THE DECLARATION OF INDE-
PENDENCE

Mr. FASCELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
at this point in the REcorb.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Florida?

There was no objection.

Mr. FASCELL. Mr. Speaker, we ap-
proach July 4, 1963, the 187th anniver-
sary of the signing of the Declaration of
Independence in Philadelphia—a dedi-
catory first act of a new nation which
had set as its goal the exemplification
of the innate dignity and freedom of
man and his inherent right of liberty of
movement, speech, press and religion.

In 1776 our forefathers brought into
being a nation founded on the principle
that man is endowed by his Creator with
inalienable rights, among which is a
government of the people, by and with
the consent of the people, for the benefit
of all the people. This was a new con-
cept of political independence replacing
the centuries-old tradition of privileges
reserved to a minority of citizens spe-
cially endowed by birth, education, re-
ligion, or race.

Of all our national holidays, July
Fourth is enshrined as a hallowed mem-
ory and living reminder of the birth of a
great democratic idea which has con-
tinued to grow and expand, to bless not
only the United States of America but all
mankind.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

It is fitting that each year we should
pause, reflect, and pay homage to our
Founding Fathers whose wisdom brought
this great Nation into being, and rededi-
cate ourselves to the principles which
they espoused and bequeathed to us in
perpetuity.

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the
reverence and patriotic fervor basic to
commemoration of this historic day can
best be expressed by a national ringing
of bells throughout the land.

I am joined in my belief by members
of the Civitan Club of Homestead, the
Delta Mu Chapter, Beta Sigma Phi,
Homestead, and various other civic or-
ganizations in the Fourth District of
Florida, of which I have the privilege
and honor to be the Representative. By
resolution, the Civitan Club of Home-
stead, said:

The Civitan Club of Homestead resolves
that it heartily favors the joint resclutions
of Senator RisicorF, of Connecticut, and Rep-
resentative Walter, of Pennsylvania, pro-
viding for observance of the anniversary of
the signing of the Declaration of Independ-
ence each year by the ringing of bells
throughout the United States and urges the
Florida delegations in the Senate and House
to support such resolution. It also urges the
Florida Legislature to adopt a slmilar resolu-
tion for a State observance of such anni-
versary.

In support of my belief, I am intro-
ducing today a House concurrent resolu-
tion requesting Congress to declare that
the anniversary of the signing of the
Declaration of Independence should be
observed each year by the ringing of bells
throughout the United States at the hour
of 2 o'clock in the afternoon, eastern
daylight time, on July 4, and for a formal
call upon civic and other community
leaders to follow congressional leadership
and to take appropriate steps to encour-
age public participation in such observ-
ance.

Never in our long history, Mr. Speaker,
have we had greater reason nor a better
occasion for establishing a national an-
nual tradition to express our recognition
of and respect for the courage and fore-
sight of our Founding Fathers and the
greatness of our people and our Nation.

NIGERIA AND ALGERIA

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, as chairman of the African Subcom-
mittee, I have two happy announcements
to make to the House. One relates to
Algeria and the other to Nigeria.

The Republic of Algeria achieved its
independence in July, 1 year ago. The
Algerian nation has labored during its
first year of independence successfully
toward overcoming the grave problems of
establishing a new nation. Americans
admire the Algerian people for their
drive to shape their own destinies and
strengthen their national independence.
It is heartening and reassuring that Al-
geria’s relations with other nations have,
in this first year of independence,
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achieved in recent days both a major
agreement with the Government of
France and the signature of an agree-
ment with the United States which will
assist in the rehabilitation of rural areas
of Algeria.

We, who celebrate our independence
from colonial rule on July 4, send our
best wishes for the future of this vital
young republic which celebrates its in-
dependence just 1 day later on July
5. We look forward to years of fruitful
cooperation, based on the devotion of
both our nations to the principles of the
United Nations Charter. We note with
pleasure and pride that the day the Al-
gerians have selected as their day of
rejoicing for their independence is so
close to the day on which we in the
United States celebrate our independ-
ence.

Mr. Speaker, this week we are hon-
ored by a visit to our country of the Hon-
orable E. P. Okoya, the distinguished
Minister of Information of Eastern Ni-
geria. We are honored by his pres-
ence here and my own city of Chicago is
eagerly looking forward to his visit there
before he returns to his own country.
For the House and especially for the Sub-
commiftee on Africa, I extend warm
greetings.

This week we celebrate our liberation
from colonialism. In 180 yearsthat have
passed since the attainment of our na-
tional sovereignty the United States has
become the first nation of the free world
in power, in wealth, and in influence. It
is natural, Mr. Speaker, that we should
feel a deep and abiding interest in the
new African nations. Theirs is the
challenge that was ours when as a new
sovereign nation we had to make our
own way. As our United States met the
challenge, so in equal measure, with
equal effort and dedication we have the
faith that new independent nations of
Africa will meet their challenge. Every
step in their progress will occasion re-
joicing in every American heart. We,
the first to break from colonialism, have
S0 very, very much in common with these

nations, the last to break from colonial-
ism.

SEPTIMIUS SEVERUS, ROMAN
EMPEROR

Mr. WAGGONNER. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Louisiana?

There was no objection.

Mr. WAGGONNER. Mr. Speaker, on
Tuesday of last week, a colleague from
the State of Illinois inserted in the Con-
GRESSIONAL RECORD an attack upon Sena-
tor ALLEN J. ELLENDER, the senior Sena-
tor from my State of Louisiana. He
attempted to castigate the good Senator
because of his statement that Africans
have never shown any ability to build or
to govern. He supported his amusing
“refutation” by pointing with great pride
to the record of the Roman Emperor,
Septimius Severus, who reigned from
AD. 193 to AD. 211 and, who, according
to our colleague, was a Negro.
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There is one authoritative biographer
of Septimius, Maurice Platmauer, whose
“The Life and Reign of the Emperor
Lucius Septimius Sev " was the first
detailed account published in the Eng-
lish language. It is 221 exhausting pages
in length, yet makes no mention of the
Negroid ancestry of Septimius. Neither
does “Methuen’s History of the Greek
and Roman World” mention what would
have been an extreme curiosity had Sep-
timius been a Negro. And, finally, Ed-
ward Gibbon, in his monumental “His-
tory of the Decline and Fall of the
Roman Empire” does not give any hint
that Septimius was a Negro.

Since these three world-renowned au-
thorities do not make mention that Sep-
timius was a Negro, I think it is safe to
assume that he was not. Such an odd-
ity would hardly have been overlooked
by these meticulous historians.

Such an omission would be compa-
rable to a modern historian failing to
note that George Washington was a
woman, had he been one, or that Fidel
Castro was, in reality, Carmen Miranda
with a beard.

Be all this as it may, let us for a mo-
ment, but only for the sake of discussion,
say this noble Roman was a Negro.

Before my colleague’s admiration
swells out of all bounds, one or two facts
should be brought to his attention.

Septimius was a follower and imitator
of his predecessor, the Emperor Hadrian,
whose political philosophy was built on
supreme control by the Emperor of all
the internal organization of the Empire.
Methune’s “History of the Greek and
Roman World"” says that: “toward the
senate he adopted an attitude of deferen-
tial respect, but at the same time, by
encroaching upon its spheres of adminis-
tration, treated it as a negligible factor
in the Government.”

If all this sounds familiar to my col-
league from Illinois, it may be because
Hadrian’s theory of government has
more than a passing resemblance to the
philosophy of a more recent administra-
tion.

History indicates that Septimius
plotted the assassination of his prede-
cessor. It states without equivocation,
that he seized power at the head of an
army, bought off the opposition with lav-
ish payments and can be credited with
the slaughter of hundreds of thousands
of his contemporaries.

I feel it is necessary, too, that I remind
my colleague, who has such a reverence
for Septimius, that one of the notable
occurrences during his reign was his call-
ing to trial 64 members of the Roman
Senate and summarily executing 29 of
them and confiscating their property.
Again, Methune’s History says:

The motive for this cruelty is hard to
discover and would seem to spring from
nothing else than a determination to abase
the senate, which for 8 years he had found
it politic to conciliate, but now was strong
enough to despise and treat as an instrument
of his autocracy.

This suggests to me that my colleague
might well keep his eye open for a
modern day Septimius, should there be
one. The fact that my colleague is a
member of the House rather than the
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Senate may not be enough to save him
if he should lose favor if there is a
Septimius the Second anywhere in the
wings.

If he needs an example of the ability
of the Negro to build a civilization and
guide his own destiny without the help
of the white race, he need look no fur-
ther than the island of Hispaniola and
the 1963 Government of Haiti or recall
the stories which made the rounds re-
cently about one of the delegates from
an emerging nation who was, a few years
ago, cubed and eaten by his followers in
the belief that they would, in so doing,
attain a portion of his superior intelli-
gence. He might recall, also, another
story told in the halls of the United Na-
tions of another emerging delegate who
solved the perennial mother-in-law
problem by eating his.

However weak the individual white
man, his ancestors produced the great-
ness of Europe and America; however
strong the individual black, his ances-
tors never lifted themselves from the
darkness of Africa.

One final observation on the reign of
that noble and illustrious Roman and
alleged Negro, Septimius Severus. His
reign began in 193 AD. The world au-
thority, Edward Gibbon, dates the be-
ginning of the decline and fall of the
Roman Empire from almost that precise
moment in its glorious history.

APPORTIONMENT OF DEPLETION
ALLOWANCE

Mr, BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, HR. 7307
amends the Internal Revenue Codes of
1939 and 1954 with respect to the ap-
portionment of the depletion allowance
between parties to contracts for the ex-
traction of minerals or the severance of
timber.

The Internal Revenue Code now pro-
vides—section 611(b) (1)—and has pro-
vided for about 40 years:

In the case of a lease, the deduction (for
depletion) shall be equitably apportioned
between the lessor and lessee.

The courts have engrafted onto this
provision a concept called economic in-
terest, under which they have allowed
various other parties to claim some of
the depletion allowance. In 1959, the
Supreme Court sharply limited the
economic interest concept, and denied
any depletion allowance to contractors
who extracted coal from the lands of
others, without having acquired any in-
terest in the coal in place by purchase or
lease from the landowners or their
lessees.

In the 1959 case, Parsons v. Smith, 359
U.S. 215, the Supreme Court reviewed
the history of the depletion deduction
and said:

In short, the purpose of the depletion

deduction is to permit the owner of a capi-
tal interest In mineral in place to make a
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tax-free recovery of that depleting capital
asset.

Bince 1959, the lower courts have fol-
lowed the Supreme Court with nearly
complete uniformity, and have held that
contractors extracting coal or other min-
erals from lands or leaseholds owned by
another party are not entitled to any
depletion deduction. This is the rule
originally intended by Congress when
the equitable apportionment provision—
quoted above—was enacted. Such inten-
tion has been reiterated by the action
of Congress with respect to depletion al-
lowances—particularly depletion for
coal—on several recent occasions. In
none of these revisions—the definition
of property in section 614 in 1954 and
1958, and the treatment of coal royal-
ties as capital gains in section 631 in
1951 and 1954—has Congress given the
slightest indication that so-called con-
tractors are entitled to a depletion al-
lowance.

To give persons extracting minerals
under contract with the owners thereof
an allowance for depletion is as incon-
gruous as it would be to give the firm
under contract to wash the windows of
an office building an allowance for de-
preciation on the building.

The Court of Appeals for the Fourth
Circuit, however, has recently fallen into
this error, in Elm Development Company
against Commissioner—March 19, 1963—
in spite of guidance from the Supreme
Court in the case of Parsons against
Smith, 1959.

Reversing the Tax Court, and reaching
a result contrary to that of a large num-
ber of cases decided in that court and
in the Courts of Appeals for the Third
and Fifth Circuits, the Court of Appeals
for the Fourth Circuit allowed a coal
contractor to deduct depletion. This
case is especially incomprehensible be-
cause the contract was terminable not
only upon default of the contractor, but
also in the event that the contract turned
out to be unprofitable to the leasehold
owner.

The confusion caused by the Elm
Development Co. case will undoubtedly
lead to renewed harassment by the In-
ternal Revenue Service of landowners
and lessees who are rightfully entitled
to the depletion allowance. To the ex-
tent that the contractors may be sue-
cessful in persuading the Service or the
courts that their claims are valid, the
Service of course may be expected to
press for disallowance of depletion de-
ductions claimed by the true owners of
the mineral in place. The latter are the
persons to whom Congress intended to
allow depletion, in recognition of the
fact that their capital was being di-
minished by the extraction of the
mineral.

HR. 7307 is a clarifying amendment,
which will settle once and for all the
question of apportionment of depletion
allowances. It provides that no part of
the depletion deduction shall be appor-
tioned to a contracting party who, first,
is neither an owner nor a lessee of the
property; second, is required by the con-
tract to deliver all units extracted or
severed to another contracting party;
and third, is paid under the contract a
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fixed sum for each unit so delivered—
the tonnage rate used in computing
which sum may vary according to mar-
ket conditions—payment of which sum is
a personal covenant of such other con-
tracting party, enforcible without regard
to the amount realized by such other
contracting party from the disposition of
such units.

EXCESSIVE FEDERAL EXPENDI-
TURES

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Missouri?

There was no objection.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I had not
intended to say anything this morning
but I was intrigued by the statement of
the chairman of the House Committee
on Appropriations and also by the rank-
ing minority member of that committee.
I would like to believe that it is twinges
of conscience that bring about these
speeches. Apparently they make the
speeches and I cast the vote. But let
me assure my colleagues of the House
that this question of continuing to vote
more money than we have the ability to
raise is ereating serious damage to this
country and is going to put us in a posi-
tion where, I regret to say, we will be a
second-rate power in the world.

GETTYSBURG ADDRESS COMMEMO-
RATIVE COIN

Mr. FINDLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
at this point in the REcorb.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. FINDLEY. Mr. Speaker, on the
100th anniversary of the first day of the
Battle of Gettysburg, I today introduced
a bill to have the U.S. mint commemo-
rative coins to honor the cenfury anni-
versary of Lincoln’s Gettysburg Ad-
dress. I have the honor to represent
Lincoln's hometown, Springfield, I,
and much of the district which Lineoln
once represented in Congress.

The United States should have a suit-
able commemorative honor for the cen-
tury observance of the immortal Gettys-
burg Address on November 19 of this
year. The striking of a commemora-
tive coin is a traditional means of mark-
ing an important national oceasion. In
honor of the address a commemorative
coin was issued in 1938 on the T75th
anniversary.

My bill would authorize the coining of
250,000 50-cent pieces whose design
would be decided by the Director of
the Mint and the Secretary of the Treas-
ury. They would bear the date of the
year in which they were minted and
would be issued on special request.

With all its tragic bloodshed, misery,
and destruction, the Battle of Gettysburg
was the climax of the war which pitted
American brother against American
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brother. As the battle represents the
peak of bitterness in American history,
so Lincoln's simple speech dedicating
the resting place of the fallen repre-

‘sents the peak in elogquent compassion

of an American statesman for his fellow
Americans.

WORST COST-PRICE SQUEEZE IN
24 YEARS

Mr. FINDLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. FINDLEY. Mr. Speaker, the farm
parity ratio information just released
by the Department of Agriculture shows
the lowest 6-month average since 1939.

The 6-month average is 77%. Parity
ratio for June 15 just released over the
weekend was 77, the same as May and
March. In April it was 78. When Pres-
ident Kennedy took office it was 80.

Parity ratio shows the relationship be-
tween prices paid by farmers and prices
received by farmers. It is far more sig-
nificant than the level of commodity
prices. Farmers are clearly in the worst
cost-price squeeze in 24 years.

UNITED STATES SHOULD OBSERVE
CAPTIVE NATIONS WEEK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Washington [Mr. PELLY] is
recognized for 30 minutes.

Mr. PELLY. Mr. Speaker, the ad-
ministration’s foreign policy, annunci-
ated recently by President Kennedy in
a speech to American University, calls
for reexamination of United States-So-
viet relations.

This program, looking toward friendly
coexistence with communism, would
seem to explain the administration’s
quiet repudiation of the onetime official
week set aside each year by Presidential
proclamation of Captive Nations Week.
In this connection, the propaganda
campaign being waged by the Depart-
ment of State to cleanse the bloody
countenance of Janos Kadar and some-
how make light of his treachery, which
resulted in the torture and murder of
so many Hungarians, indicates that the
administration has apparently aban-
doned the historic American dedication
to universal freedom.

There are 17 million Americans who
were born behind the Iron Curtain, plus
many additional first generation Ameri-
cans from Eastern Europe, who are
known to be anti-Communist. Scores
of ethnic newspapers, in addition to the
activities of their countless clubs and
organizations, are proof positive of this
statement.

Yet, this sentiment has been largely
ignored by the Federal Government.
We are now approaching the fourth an-
niversary of Captive Nations Week, set
for July 16 to July 23. Last year, the
White House waited until practically
the last minute before issuing the Cap-
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tive Nations Proclamation, as authorized
by unanimous joint resolution of the
Congress. Again this year, the White
House is letting the weeks slip by in
silence.

On the other hand, it is interesting
to observe that the White House an-
nounced a United Nations Week months
ahead, officially sanctioning the exten-
sive preparations involved in its observ-
ance. The difference is obvious—the
United Nations Week does not offend the
Kremlin; Captive Nations Week does.
The question arises, what is the idea
behind Captive Nations Week which so
infuriates Nikita Khrushchev and his
Communist henchmen, and which our
State Department apparently also bit-
terly resists? The answer in a nutshell
is that Captive Nations Week is a con-
stant, goading reminder that commu-
nism must take by force what it wants—
that men want to be free—that commu-
nism is doomed to .eventual failure,
because of the constant erosion by the
minds and wills of freemen against the
dullness and drab enslavement of its
victims. Consequently, the Kremlin
gang at least once each year is jarred
by the ugly fact which Captive Nations
Week holds high before the world—
bloody force, not choice, is the implement
of Communist expansion.

Now, the appeasers are at work. Their
foolish philosophy has been proven false
and dangerous throughout history.
Theirs is a simple plan—do not do any-
thing that irks Khrushchev, he may turn
out to be a good guy, after all. What
obvious folly. Only fuzzy-headed New
Frontier State Department advisers
could have such childish faith in this
Pollyanna philosophy. The State De-
partment takes the position that we
must not provoke the Kremlin by offer-
ing a ray of hope to its slaves. Secre-
tary of State Dean Rusk has said, with
reference to legislation establishing a
Captive Nations Committee “the estab-
lishment of such a committee at this
time would likely be a source of con-
tention” to the Soviet Union. Mr. Rusk
also stated:

The U.S. Government's position is weak-
ened by any actlon which confuses the
rights of formerly independent peoples or
nations with the status of areas, such as

Ukraine, Armenia, or Georgia, which are
traditional parts of the Soviet Union.

Last year, Captive Nations Week was
downgraded by the administration, to
the extent it was almost completely in-
effective. This was especially true be-
cause the President's proclamation was
withheld until the last minute and then
was announced with only a minimum of
fanfare, Its impact was almost in re-
verse, It was issued only as a politically
motivated sop to the millions of people
in the United States of Eastern European
extraction, who should be justly angered
at the pending sellout of Hungary. It
appears they will get another just slap
in the face this year, when Captive Na-
tions Week is either abandoned, or is
buried in marshmallow phrases, vague
references to freedom, and careful avoid-
ance of any mention whatsoever of na-
tions held captive by international com-
munism.
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Former President Dwight Eisenhower
started Captive Nations Week in 1859.
In his first proclamation, Eisenhower
said:

Many nations throughout the world have
been made captive by the alistic and
aggressive policies of Soviet communism.

He said that: .

Soviet-dominated nations have been de-
prived of their tional independ and
individual liberties.

He made no bones about who was re-
sponsible for the enslavement of many
small nations. He branded the Russians
as slave masters.

Last year’s Captive Nations declaration
was doctored by the State Department.
All references to communism were de-
leted. It mumbled about “just aspira-
tions of all people for national independ-
ence and freedom"—a wishy-washy heap
of generalities so typical of the butter-
pat softies at the State Department
today.

As previously pointed out, the admin-
istration has strongly opposed the setting
up of a Captive Nations Committee in the
Congress. Again, fear of wupsetting
Khrushchev, and perhaps stirring up a
torrid call over the hot line appears to
be the motivation for this kind of re-
examination of our relationship with
Russia.

What is to be gained by placating the
neighborhood bully? Only fools would
fail to understand that appeasement,
even when it is euphemistically called ac-
commodation, invites more aggression.
Retreat invites accelerated advances by
communism. Exhibition of the fear of
confrontation, of truth as it exists, in-
vites duplicity and firming up of Com-
munist rule.

Soviet Russia has one great fear—
truth. The Kennedy administration is
accommodating the Soviets by sup-
pressing the truth about captive nations.
Docile in the meadow, the lambs of the
State Department hope to evade the at-
tention of the voracious wolves of the
Kremlin

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Americans to
observe Captive Nations Week this year
with more gusto than ever, and restore
to it its true meaning, as once expressed
by ex-President Eisenhower. I urge that
we refuse to allow it to be squelched by
the pallid utterances and perfunctory
pronouncements of an administration
acting under the misguided advice of
State Department appeasers.

Stephen Vincent Benet expressed the
true concept of the brotherhood of man
which our sympathy characterizes for
those who seek and want freedom. He
said:

Grant us brotherhood, not only for this
day but for all our years—a brotherhood not
of words but of acts and deeds. We are all of
us children of earth—grant us that simple
knowledge. If our brothers are oppressed,
then we are oppressed. If they hunger, we
hunger. If their freedom is taken away, our
freedom is not secure.

That should be the grim reminder to
all Americans, that regardless of the
sophistry of the New Frontier, as long as
there are captive nations, we in America
ourselves are in danger of becoming cap-
tives.
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Wz, whose heritage is the glorious
story of men who fought with raw eour-
age for freedom, owe to those under the
heel of totalitarianism the moral support
which recognition of their plight and dis-
semination of the story to the rest of the
world will bring.

As the time for Captive Nations Week
draws near, it will be up to those who
cherish American ideals and principles to
plan observances, to extend every effort
to publicize here and abroad the theme
of this week—to tell the world that the
light of freedom still burns, that Ameri-
cans believe there is still hope. Leader-
ship in our Nation fails, but the people
themselves must act.

It is regrettable and humiliating that
this must be done despite the openly ad-
mitted opposition of our own Govern-
ment. But the once-free people of the
captive nations will understand, as we
the people of the United States ourselves
understand their plight.

Mr. STINSON. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PELLY. Iyield.

Mr. STINSON. I would like to asso-
ciate myself with the remarks of my col-
league from Washington State. I think
his speech very ably points up the com-
plete lack of willingness on the part of
the administration to attempt to thwart
communism and to recognize the en-
slaved people of the eastern European
area. No initiative to fully demonstrate
America’s indignation is to be found in
today’s administration—only an appar-
ent willingness to make further accom-
modations to the Soviet Union. We
should not forget that the Soviet Union
is striving to have the United States in-
cluded in its list of captive nations. It
is indeed difficult to believe that just 4
short years ago, when our President was
a Member of the Senate, Congress unani-
mously endorsed the idea of observing
Captive Nations Week. I wish to thank
my colleague for making this wonderful
statement.

Mr. PELLY. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
colleague from the State of Washington
and for his remarks.

HOW TO MOBILIZE FORCES TO
ERADICATE HUNGER FROM THE
WORLD

Mr. SHRIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. DERWINSKI] may ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the
REecorp and include extraneous matter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Kansas?

There was no objection.

Mr. DERWINSKI. Mr. Speaker, in
recent weeks, at the vast World Food
Congress, scores of speakers have ad-
dressed the assembly, The problem on
which they spoke to the hundred-plus
national delegations was one: Eradica-
tion of hunger from the world.

The capabilities and technical com-
petences necessary to achieve this aim
clearly exist. The question is: How to
mobilize these forces to do the job.

Many speakers at the Congress
stressed more use of international pub-
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lic agencies. Many stressed govern-
ment-to-government programs. Far
fewer discussed the vast role which pri-
vate enterprise can play in uplifting

world nutritional levels.
In the latter connections, our col-
leagues may be particularly interested in

the statesmanlike proposals from the
private industry sector as made by Mr.
Paul May, a Swiss, who is chairman of
Knorr Food Products Co.

Knorr Soups, as I pointed out to this
body last year, represent a more or less
unigue phenomenon these days: Techni-
cal assistance in reverse. These dehy-
drated soups, a new product in our mar-
kets, were developed in Europe. They
are now being manufactured at Argo, Ill.
These new products have created many
hundreds of new American jobs directly
in manufacturing—plus many hundreds
more in warehousing, distribution, sales,
and the like.

But, and also important to our free
competitive system, the other American
soup companies have now started to
come out with their own brands of new
dehydrated soups—thus creating numer-
ous new jobs all across the United States.
This is the American way.

It is for these reasons that I believe all
Members of this body will wish to study
the following summary of the thought-
ful remarks of Mr. May:

FAO URGED To FACILITATE PRIVATE Foop IN-
DUSTRY'S COOPERATION IN WORLD WAR ON
HUNGER—INDUSTRY LIATSON COMMITTEE AND
1965 WorLp Foop YEAR PROPOSED

WasHINGTON, D.C., June 7, 1963.—A call
to developing nations to create climates of
freedom with order in which the business
know-how of the private food industry can
work fully and effectively was voiced here
today before the World Food Congress. Paul
May, veteran Swiss food company executive,
cited this as essential to solving the hunger
problem in these nations and accelerating
their economic .

To focus worldwide effort and attention to-
ward these ends, Mr. May submitted three
recommendations to the Congress:

1. Creation by the Food and Agricultural
Organization of the United Nations of an in-
ternational liaison committee with the pri-
vate sector of the food Industry to harness
the resources of the food Industry in all
countries to human needs for food within
specific nations;

2. United Nations designation of 1965 as
World Food Year; and

3. Appointment by FAO of a recognized
leader of the private sector of the interna-
tional food industry to assist FAO in bring-
ing together the food productive resources
of the world to fight hunger.

Assuring the Congress of private industry’s
willingness to cooperate, the chairman of
Knorr Food Products Co., an affillate of Corn
Products Co., told his international audience:
“The food industry wants to work in the
developing countries, if they will welcome
it. The industry wants to be assoclated with
the business people in these areas in the
operation of modern food product enter-
pr!ses."

He cited the food Industry's “active par-
ticipation in such enterprises” as “the only
way” in which indispensable skills in such
fields as market analysis, new product devel-
opment, storage, packaging, and distribution
can be put to work on the problem.

In an elaboration of the essential receptive
climate which he labeled “freedom with
order,” Mr. May explained that “it is a sys-
tem in which ideologies or dogmatic convic-
tions about the manner in which things
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must be done are submerged in the tangible
processes of getting things done.

“The private sector does not demand mo-
nopoly, special privilege or freedom from
competition, the food company executive
continued, but rather is prepared to compete
with each other to the benefit of the world's
undernourished peoples.

“What the private sector cannot compete
against,” he asserted, “are governments un-
willing to provide freedom with order. It
does not look for favors when going into
business in a new country. But it does ex-
pect a trustful attitude on the part of the
various departments concerned—agriculture,
finance, labor, production, education. Nat-
urally, whether or not it continues to merit
this trust depends on performance.

“And I admit that there is sometimes a
suspicion of the motives of foreign industries
seeking to go into business in these nations,
But has not the time come to put aside these
suspicions?

“What we bring,” Mr. May declared, “is not
a new colonialism. It is an offer to develop-
ing nations everywhere to enter frankly and
fully into a world of international economic
development, a world in which they them-
selves will be full partners.”

Similar proposals for an FAO-industry
liaison committee and a world food year were
made last September before the Fifth In-
ternational Food Congress in New York City
by William T. Brady, chairman of Corn Prod-
ucts Co., and Dr. B. R. Sen, Director Gen-
eral of FAO.

Unless the private sector of the world
economy is brought into the fight against
hunger—and under fair and equitable
terms of trade, as Mr. May suggests, this
problem of world hunger may never be
solved.

COOPERATIVE COUNCIL RECOM-
MENDATION COULD AID SENECA
INDIANS

Mr. SHRIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from New York [Mr. GoopELL] may ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the
Recorp and include extraneous matter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Kansas?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOODELL. Mr. Speaker, I have
today introduced a bill providing pay-
ment to the Seneca Nation of Indians
of direct and indirect damages for the
taking of their lands in the building of
the Kinzua Dam. The bill provides for
relocation, housing, education, special
scholarships, and a tentative plan for
recreation and tourist development.

Maximum development of the potential
of this project, for the benefit of the
Senecas and the area, absolutely requires
the full cooperation and understanding
of all parties. Accordingly, it is my rec-
ommendation that cooperative council
be formed immediately with equal rep-
resentation for the Senecas and Cat-
taraugus County. Such a council should
meet regularly in a constructive, friendly,
and informative manner, thus provid-
ing an ideal vehicle for dissipating suspi-
cions on both sides.

Both the Senecas and the county have
a vital stake in this development. We
must avoid unnecessary frictions and
animosities. It is my conviction that
many of the differences of the past few
months arose primarily from a lack of
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effective communication between men of
stature on both sides. :

The accumulated evidence thus far,
from studies by Federal agencies and
private concerns hired by the Federal
Government, indicates that the perfidy
of Uncle Sam will cost him plenty in
this case. Those of us who opposed the
project warned that estimated Kinzua
costs ignored the necessity of special
damages to the Indians. Those special
damages must be paid.

The bill I have introduced authorizes a
total of $13,264,052 for all specific dam-
ages to the Senecas.

I have also included an authorization
for a Williamsburg-type development in
the Hotchkiss Run area, based on histori-
cal portrayal of the Indian culture, heri-
tage, and concept of life. The so-called
Brill study, recommending such an imag-
inative and intriguing development for
the area, has not provided sufficient data
to justify full approval of this project by
the Congress at this time. It is my hope
that further and more complete infor-
mation will be available soon. I have in-
cluded in my bill the overall Brill fizure
of $29 million for development costs so
that the whole matter may be considered
by the Indian Affairs Subcommittee as
soon as possible.

We are now facing a very real danger
that facilities for schools, roads, and
housing will not be available to the Sen-
ecas when flooding begins. Congress
must have the facts, before it authorizes
expenditure of money. The facts have
not been available and are only partially
available now. Under these unusual cir-
cumstances, I am introducing my bill to-
day without full data, in order that
legislative delays can be minimized when
all the facts are available to us.

THE ADAMS-MORGAN URBAN
RENEWAL PROJECT

Mr. SHRIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from New Jersey [Mr, WipNALL] may ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the
REecorp and include extraneous matter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Kansas?

There was no objection.

Mr. WIDNALL. Mr. Speaker, the
Board of Commissioners of the District
of Columbia has scheduled public hear-
ings today and tomorrow, July 1 and 2,
1963, on an urban renewal plan for the
Adams-Morgan area of the District of
Columbia. The main question to be de-
cided is whether the legal powers of ur-
ban renewal should be applied to this 40-
block section covering 237 acres of some
of the choicest real estate in the Nation.

What this means, basically, is that if
the Commissioners of the District of Co-
lumbia approve this urban renewal plan
all property within the project's bound-
aries will be subjected to the powers of
eminent domain for a period of 20 years
or more.

The urban renewal plan for the Ad-
ams-Morgan area was developed by the
National Capital Planning Commission
and the District of Columbia Redevelop-
ment Land Agency, and the citizens of
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the area had a limited opportunity to
make known their views during the vari-
ous stages of the plan’s development.
This plan calls for, first, the purchase
and demolition by the District of Co-
lumbia Redevelopment Land Agency of
about 22 percent of the total area; sec-
ond, the clearance and rebuilding of a
sizable part of the 18th and Columbia
Road business section; the displacement
of 141 businesses; the displacement of
1,585 families including some 5,700 per-
sons, roughly one-third of the popula-
tion; and the expenditure of $13,137,000
for demolition alone.

The total net cost of the Government
subsidy for clearance, “writedowns” in
resale of property to developers, provi-
sion of public improvements and other
work is estimated at $21 million. Of this
amount, the Federal Government would
pay two-thirds, and the District govern-
ment one-third.

The questions which the Congress must
address itself to in connection with this
Adams-Morgan plan are threefold:
First, since the original intent of the
Congress in establishing the urban re-
newal program was to clear our cities of
slums we should try and determine if the
Adams-Morgan area is a slum area. Sig-
nificantly, evidence shows it is not.

Second, under the urban renewal
program cities are required to pay a
third of the cost. However, an article in
the June 1963 issue of the Reader’s Di-
gest charges that while the law requires
cities to pay a third of the cost they are
being told “covertly, that the new school,
the sewer, the park—which they were
going to build or had built anyhow, and
which have no connection with slum
clearance—can be counted toward the
city's contribution.” The Congress will
therefore, want to closely study a May
1959 report to the Congress by the Comp-
troller General of the United States
based on an audit of the District of Co-
lumbia Redevelopment Land Agency for
the fiscal years 1957 and 1958 which is
revealing.

Third, because of the special rela-
tionship which the Congress has with
the District of Columbia, the Congress
will want to thoroughly consider alterna-
tive plans fto conserve and rehabilitate
the Adams-Morgan area. Plans, fur-
thermore, which might save the Federal
Government all or most of the $14 mil-
lion which the present Adams-Morgan
urban renewal plan would cost Federal
taxpayers.

With regard to the question as to
whether the Adams-Morgan area is a
slum area or not, it is important to note
that the District government in 1958
filed an application for a $125,000
“demonstration grant” from the Hous-
ing and Home Finance Agency. The
District’s application stated that:

Our application is for a demonstration
project to deal with techniques of develop-
ing, managing, and sustaining joint govern-
mental and citizen action in the elimination
and control of blight in an urban neighbor-
hood which shows signs of deterioration but
which is not yet so blighted as to warrant
redevelopment procedures. Essentially, this
is a proposal to help the residents help

themselves, not only for the duration of the
project, but for years to come.
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The $125,000 demonstration grant was
made within a few months, and the terms
of its contract stated that it was to be
used to “develop and demonstrate meth-
ods and techniques of planning, orga-
nizing, managing, and sustaining joint
governmental and citizen action in the
elimination, control, and prevention of
blight in an urban neighborhood showing
signs of deterioration but not yet so
blighted as to warrant redevelopment
procedures.”

What has happened in the short pe-
riod since to warrant a demolition proj-
ect costing $13,137,000 involving 22 per-
cent of the total Adams-Morgan area,
the displacement of 141 businesses, and
one-third of the population?

An interesting and informed statement
on the Adams-Morgan Urban Renewal
Project has been prepared by the leaders
of the Lanier Place Protective Associa-
tion for submission to the Board of Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia.
I include it here for the information of
my colleagues who are called upon to
approximate tax money to the Housing
and Home Finance Agency and who
have a right to expect that it will be
spent wisely and judiciously and not
thrown away. I also include the open-
ing remarks of our able colleague, the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dowpy]l at
the District of Columbia Subcommittee’s
hearings on urban renewal in Wash-
ington.

STATEMENT OF REPRESENTATIVE JOHN Dowbpy
oF TEXAS AT THE OPENING OF HEARINGS BY
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA SUBCOMMITTEE,
oN MarcH 18, 1963, oN THE SOUTHWEST
WasHINGTON URBAN RENEWAL PROJECT
I believe that I speak for each member

of the House Committee on the District of

Columbia in stating that it is our desire

that any urban renewal program in the Dis-

trict of Columbia should command the re-
spect and approval of the residents of the

District and metropolitan area.

The redevelopment program should also
command the attention and admiration of
the people in all of the States who contrib-
ute to local government costs through the
Federal contribution to the District and
through the Federal grants for wurban
renewal.

The District of Columbia is an area of
about 40,000 acres. Only a little more than
13,000 acres of this area are avallable for
private housing and business uses. Urban
renewal, highway construction, and mass
transportation programs underway or pend-
ing may call for expenditures of in excess
of $3 billion in the next 156 years.

Coordination of these programs and their
efficient execution is essential.

The urban renewal program in the Dis-
trict has been underway for 12 years. The
Southwest projects, which were the first un-
dertaken, are only about 50 percent com-
pleted. Expenditures of public funds in the
Southwest now approach $100 million.

The Engineering Commissioner for the Dis-
trict has warned that the District is facing
a shortage of noncash grants-in-ald and
that eash funds will have to be sought soon
for continuing the urban renewal program.

During the 86th Congress, the House Dis-
trict Committee held hearings on legisla-
tion amending the Redevelopment Act in-
troduced by the late Hon. Louls Rabaut,
of Michigan. Congressman Rabaut, as chalir-
man of the Distriet of Columbia Subcom-
mittee on Appropriations, knew intimately
of the problems in the urban renewal pro-
gram. The Engineering Commissioner’s
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states that which Congressman
Rabaut recognized nearly 5 years ago.

The Rabaut bill was designed to improve
urban renewal operations, to prevent un-
necessary expenditure of public funds, and
to expedite completion of redevelopment
work. The House of Representatives ap-
proved the Rabaut bill by a 10-to-1 rolleall
vote., The bill was tabled by the other body.

STATEMENT OF THE LANIER PLACE PROTECTIVE
ASSOCIATION AT THE HEARING HELD BY THE
BoArRD oF COMMISSIONERS, DisTRICT OF CoO-
LUMBIA, ON THE ADAMS-MORGAN URBAN RE-
NEWAL ProJECT, JULY 1 AND 2, 1963
The members of the Lanier Place Protec-

tive Association would like to address you not

as experts on urban renewal, which we are
not, but as residents and taxpayers of the

District of Columbia who are particularly

interested in upgrading the Adams-Morgan

area.

We are, of course, deeply interested in
this area which has long been our home, and
where we hope to continue to live. For this
reason, we have more than a passing interest
in what urban renewal will do to us, and to
others living in this area.

The Adams-Morgan area has several well-
defined and historic neighborhoods within
it, none of which could possibly be described
as slums.

Lanier Place is located In what was orig-
inally known as the Lanler Heights area.
Many famous people have lived on the street
including Al Jolson, who lived at 1787 Lanier
Place, which home still stands. Lanier Place
is a part of area C of the Adams-Morgan proj-
ect. This area C includes Crescent Place with
its million-dollar hotels, apartment houses,
and townhouses, including the home of Mrs.
Eugene Meyer. It also includes the site once
occupled by the home known as Henderson
Castle. Sixteenth Street, familiarly known
as “Embassy Row,” is also in area C; as Is
the great Church of Jesus Christ of the Lat-
ter-day Saints; the former home of Marshall
Fleld; the Ontarlo Theater; and the Italian
Embassy and chancery. Also located in this
area are scores of the city's leading small
businessmen.

The Ealorama Triangle, located between
Columbia Road and Connecticut Avenue, is
one of the finest closein residential neigh-
borhoods in Washington. Like Lanier
Helghts, it has long been an important part
of Washington and many famous people
have lived in it, including President Eisen-
hower. Early this year it was the subject of
a major magazine article in the Sunday Star.
None of the plctures of its fine houses which
were published by the Star has ever appeared
in the publications of the National Capital
Planning Commission, or the District of Co-
lumbia Redevelopment Land Agency, pos-
sibly because if they were published therein
they might possibly destroy the carefully
nurtured myth that the Kalorama Triangle
is & slum area badly in need of Federal ur-
ban renewal aid.

Area B is bounded by Columbia Road on
the west, one of the finest streets in Wash-
ington. The Wyoming Apartments, the Ar-
gonne Apartments, the new Riggs bank, the
new Giant and Safeway stores, the new Avig-
none Freres are located on Columbia Road.
Area B also includes Mr. Cafritz’ huge Uni-
versal Buildings. The immense luxury
hotel of the Hilton hotel chain is being
built in area B—the Washington Hilton.

It has been said with some justification
that these fine residential areas listed above
have been iIncluded in the Adams-Morgan
project for the simple reason that certain
businessmen who are the project's major
backers realized that to get their business
area at 18th Street and Columbia Road re-
developed they would need to include
enough residential areas to make Adams-
Morgan look like a better place to live proj-
ect rather than what it really is: a clever
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scheme to get their own business properties
redeveloped at public expense,

Recently the New York Times reported
that the Federal Housing Agency (HHFA)
had granted funds for rehabilitation of some
of New York City's large old homes—homes
which are similar to some of those in the
Adams-Morgan area—and their conversion
into middle- and lower-income multiple-
family houses. This is being done, it was
sald, on an experimental basis, and the argu-
ment was advanced that this conversion
could be done and homes provided at a cost
of around 35 percent less than in new hous-
ing built from the ground up. Why couldn’t
this be done in parts of Adams-Morgan, rath-
er than turning to expensive demolition
which will necessarily destroy the character
of this fine intown area?

‘We are not against urban renewal, per se.
Mr. Carl L. Shipley, District Republican Com-
mittee chairman, voiced the thoughts of
many of us when he said on June 25, accord-
ing to a report in the Washington Dally
News that “the Adams-Morgan project will
unjustifiably displace businesses,” and that
“we cannot afford to lose 81 of business
taxes, one job, or one business.” Mr, Shipley
declared that the Adams-Morgan area is one
of the most convenient in the District and
should be preserved at all costs. We agree
wholeheartedly. What can, in fact, be said
to justify a plan which will displace 141
businesses, and cause a loss of 1,500 jobs,
businesses which do a total gross of tens of
millions of dollars annually, have payrolls of
several millions of dollars, and pay hundreds
of thousands of dollars in taxes to the Dis-
trict government?

The Adams-Morgan urban renewal project
has not been studied by the D.C. Redevelop-
ment Land Agency with a view to ascertain-
ing the cost to the District of this displace-
ment. Why not? These businesses will go
to the suburbs, and suburbanites do not
pay for the upkeep of the city's vital services
even though they benefit from them every
time they come to the District. These costs
are saddled on District residents, and add
greatly to the cost of city living.

Forty percent of the small businessmen
who have been displaced in the District of
Columbia by Government action, including
urban renewal, have failed in their new loca-
tions. This rate of fallure is 60 percent
higher than the national average, according
to a telegram sent to President Kennedy by
Mr. Joseph J. Honick, executive director of
the Adams-Morgan Light Commercial In-
stitute.

The Washington Post on Sunday, June 30,
reported that the Adams-Morgan area has
more than 17,000 people including 7,400
Negroes, and that one of the principal dis-
appointments of the officlal plan is that it
will displace an estimated 1,685 families, in-
cluding some 65,700 persons—about one-
third of the Adams-Morgan population. The
same article says that housing beyond re-
pair in the area (a category that includes
993 of the 6,712 dwelling units) will be
demolished. One thousand five hundred
new apartment units will be built to re-
place the housing which is demolished, with
the middle-income tenant in mind.

The members of the Lanier Place Protec-
tive Association are deeply disturbed by the
figure of $13,137,000 for the demolition
phase of the Adams-Morgan project, a figure
which, the Washington BStar reported on
June 15, was given by Mr. Phil A. Doyle,
executive director of the Redevelopment
Land Agency, to the Subcommittee on the
District of Columbia, headed by Congress-
man JoHN Dowpy.

This #1282 million plus demolition figure
disturbs us because this entire program be-
gan as a conservation and rehabilitation
movement and demolition and redevelop-

‘ment wasn't even contemplated.



12028

The Sunday Star set forth the history of
the matter in a roundup article on June 80.
Active concern for parts of the area goes
back to the mid-1950's, and the formation of
the Adams-Morgan Better Nelghborhood
Conference, in which members of the Lanier
Place Protective Association were active. In
response to this movement the District gov-
ernment in 1958 filed an application for a
$125,000 “demonstration grant,” from the
Housing and Home Finance Agency, which
stated:

“Our application is for a demonstration
project to deal with techniques of developing,
managing, and sustaining joint governmental
and citizen action in the elimination and
control of blight in an urban neighborhood
which shows signs of deterioration but which
is not yet so blighted as to warrant rede-
velopment procedures. Essentially, this is a
proposal to help the residents help them-
selves, not only for the duration of the proj-
ect, but for years to come.”

The $125,000 demonstration grant was
made by the Federal Government. The terms
of the contract stated that it was to be used
to develop and demonstrate methods and
techniques of planning, organizing, and sus-
taining joint governmental and citizen ac-
tion in the elimination, control, and preven-
tion of blight in an urban neighborhood
showing signs of deterioration but not yet so
blighted as to warrant redevelopment pro-
cedures.

What has happened in the short period
since to warrant a demolition project of
the magnitude of $13 million?

Adams-Morgan has not and could not pos-
sibly deteriorate and decay that fast. A
$13 million demolition program has no pos-
sible relation with or to the original stated
purposes of the Adams-Morgan project and
it is our hope that the Board of Commis-
sioners, District of Columbia, will not buy
this “goldbrick” or accept it even as a gift.

The Lanier Place Protective Association
members would like to call the attention of
the Commissioners of the District of Co-
lumbia to the fact that some of the leaders
in the Adams-Morgan Urban Renewal project
have recently bought properties on Lanier
Place and that they have not kept those
properties up. In fact, they have let them
run down, and they have plowed up the
back gardens of the fine homes they acquired
and converted them to illegal hard-top com-
mercial parking lots. We have had a con-
stant running battle with these people be-
fore the boards and agencles of the District
government in an effort to preserve the resi-
dentlal character of Lanier Place. We shud-
der to think what would happen if these
same people were to get In control of re-
development in Adams-Morgan through such
self-serving procedures as the A-M Corp. On
the basis of our experience with these gentle-
men, in our opinion there isn't a home or a
business in the Adams-Morgan area which
would be safe from demolition.

We are convinced that the present plan
should be put on the shelf at this time, and
that the Board of Commissioners of the
District should insist on the adoption of the
concepts embodied in the $125,000 demon-
stration grant—in other words, joint govern-
mental and ecitizen action in the elimination,
control, and prevention of blight in an ur-
ban neighborhood showing signs of deteri-
oration but not yet so blighted as to warrant
redevelopment procedures.

For some time now those of us in the
Adams-Morgan area who are firm in our con-
viction that this would be the better course,
have been subjected to a sustained and bit-
ter campaign of vilification. Our leaders
have been threatened, efforts have been made
to get them fired from their jobs, the news-
papers use such terms as “violent opponents
of the official plan” in describing us, and
print storles about efforts to hang us in
effigy. Meanwhile we are being constantly
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reminded that, after all, we are paying taxes
and if we don't get this easy Federal money
some other far less deserving city will

In this connection, we would like to call
to your attention an article in the June
1963, issue of Reader's Digest on the self-
help, non-Federal urban renewal program in
Indianapolis, Ind. There, Democratic Mayor
Albert H. Losche belleves that the citizens of
California, EKansas, or New York have no
obligation to help clean up the slums and
blighted areas of Indianapolis. He says
“It's our job, and we intend to take care
of it.” This is what the Adams-Morgan
Better Neighborhood Conference had in
mind. In view of the $300 billion
national debt, and the city’s need for schools,
as well as for a meaningful welfare program,
we don't believe that the case for a $13
million demolition program has been proved.

Indlanapolis is fortunate in having a
strong, aggressive chamber of commerce
managed by a forthright individualist, Mr.
William H. Book who reminds us what the
aims of the Congress were in setting up the
urban renewal program in the first place.
He says:

“Originally, urban redevelopment was to
clear our citles of slums. Today it's being
expanded to save our downtowns—every-
body’s downtown. Not only are Federal offi-
clals dishing out this money; they are dill-
gently searching for willing reciplents. * * *
Cities are required to pay a third of the cost,
but they are told, covertly, that the new
school, the sewer, the park—which they
were going to build or had bullt anyhow,
and which have no connection with slum
clearance—can be counted toward the city's
contribution.”

Something like this seems to have been
going on here in the District of Columbia,
according to the May 1959 report to the
Congress by the Comptroller General of the
United States based on an audit of the
Distriet of Columbia Redevelopment Land
Agency for the fiscal years 1957 and 1958.

The Sunday Star of June 30 brought this
situation right up to date by reporting in
its roundup article on Adams-Morgan that
“in a report to the Commissioners last Pri-
day, RLA said the District’s share would not
be needed in cash but could be financed
partly by District work done in the area and
partly from carryover credits for clty work
done in other urban renewal areas.”

‘We understand that the General Account-
ing Office will shortly release a series of nine
major studies of these and similar practices
in other cities. In addition, lawyers from
the General Accounting Office have worked
with two leading Members of Congress in
developing new bills to put an end to this
practice in Washington and elsewhere.

‘We submit for study by the Board of Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia a copy
of the report by the Comptroller General
of the United States on his audit of the
District of Columbia Redevelopment Land
Agency to which we have referred.

In addition, we also submit the follow-
ing bills: HR. 7144 and H.R. 7145 by Con-
gressman WiLLiam B. WmnaLn; and HR.
7318 and H.R. 7819 by Congressman JOHN
K¥yL.

This report by the Comptroller General
and these bills by Congressmen WIDNALL and
KyL will be of particular interest to the
Board of Commissioners of the District of
Columbia, as they consider whether the
District can afford to pay for the Adams-
Morgan urban renewal project in the light
of much more pressing needs such as schools
and welfare.

We have the assurances by Mr. Phil A,
Doyle of the Redevelopment Land Agency
that the District of Columbia can afford to
pay for the Adams-Morgan project, and we
have the publicly expressed doubts of Brig.
Gen. Frederick J. Clarke, Engineer Commis-
sloner, as to whether the District can really
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afford to pay for it. At the same time, we
have the report by the Comptroller General
on how the District has pald for urban re-
newal In southwest Washington; and we
have the quiet determination of leading
Members of Congress to put an end to some
of the noisome and patently shady practice
of the Redevelopment Land Agency and the
Distriet regarding urban renewal. The far-
ranging hearings of the House District Com-
mittee are further evidence of the congres-
slonal Interest In urban renewal programs
which have no possible connection with
slum clearance.

Only a few months ago there was a long
and skilifully directed campalgn carried on
by the National Capital Planning Commis-
sion to show that Georgetown needed an
urban renewal program in the worst way.
Fortunately, for Georgetown, and for the
District of Columbia, the Commissioners de-
cided that other things such as schools and
welfare had higher priorities.

Surely, if the Commissioners took the
trouble to walk through area A, along Co-
lumbia Road, 16th Street, Crescent Place,
Lanier Place and saw the fine housing, if they
visited the business places in the Adams-
Morgan area including the new Riggs Bank
and the recently completely and expensively
remodeled Avignone Freres at 18th Street
and Columbia Road, they would see for
themselves how far this is from a slum area.
They could only conclude that the step they
took in Georgetown with regard to the water-
front in turning down the urban renewal
program there is the only step they could
take with regard to the Adams-Morgan proj-
ect.

Furthermore, the case for turning down
the Adams-Morgan project is stronger, be-
cause the history of this project shows that
the 19568 application by the Board of Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia was
for a $125,000 demonstration grant to de-
velop “joint governmental and citizen ac-
tion in the elimination and control of blight
in an urban neighborhood which shows signs
of deterioration but which is not yet so
blighted as to ‘warrant redevelopment
procedures.”

If we do not need a $21 milllon urban
renewal program of which $13 million would
be spent for demolition, leaving only 8
million for buildings then we must ask our-
selves what the "joint governmental and
citizen action in the elimination and con-
trol of blight” in the Adams-Morgan area
might consist of.

The Reader's Digest article on Indianap-
olis’ urban renewal program points to some
possible answers, and it warns us about
what is wrong with the Federal urban re-
newal program in these words: “It destroys
the responsibility and incentive of local
officials, who should have to account for
what they spend and justify its need in
the taxes they levy. It balls out the busi-
nessman whose downtown investment has
gone sour. It gives the smart operator ac-
cess to the Federal Treasury, so that he
becomes the owner of a great mew apart-
ment center with little or no risk of his
own money. With such vast sums of money
involved, this is ideal hunting ground for
the ‘fast buck’ operator.”

The first thing that is needed is enforce-
ment of the District’s Housing Code. The
Washington Post has been digging into this,
and Iits articles should be must reading for
the Board of Commissioners, District of
Columbila.

We submit herewith an article from the
Washington Post of June 30, entitled “En-
forcement of District Housing Code Is Lag-
ging.” This article states that lenience to-
ward flouters of the city’s minimum stand-
ards for health and safety in housing has
meant that:

“Hundreds of families live in dilapidated
dwellings walting in vain for the repairs that
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inspectors have ordered their landlords to
make. Countless violations are never discov-
ered because the city’s 84 housing inspectors
spend hundreds of fruitless hours trying to
persuade reluctant persons to correct viola-
tions. Blight continues to spread through
the city although the Housing Division has
a budget of more than £700,000 a year. At
least T0 people, most of them defenseless
infants, are bitten by rats every year. Untold
rat bites never come to public attention.

Congressman ApRaHAM J. MuLTeR held
hearings last week on three bills, HR. 59
and House Joint Resolution 461 by Congress-
man Ky, and HR. 679 by Congressman
MurTeER himself, to provide, as a number of
other cities do, tax incentives for the repair,
improvement, renovation, and restoration of
residential and commercial property under
the tax laws of the District of Columbia. A
spokesman for the District of Columbia
Board of Commissioners sald the District
couldn’t afford such tax incentives.

So we have a situation in the District of
Columbia where the slum landlord is favored
by (1) Fallure to enforce the District Hous-
ing Code; (2) low taxes on deteriorating and
decaying buildings both residential and com-
mercial, and high taxes on residential and
commercial buildings which are repainted,
remodeled, or improved in any way.

So the Board of Commissioners, District of
Columbia, have managed to combine the
maximum amount of discouragement to pri-
vate rehabilitation and restoration with the
minimum amount of discouragement to land
speculation, a situation which leaves mas-
sive demolition and huge and expensive Ied-
erally asslsted urban renewal
the only possible solution which they w‘ll.l
actively support and work for.

The District Commissioners and the
Adams-Morgan Better Neighborhood Con-
ference had a much better solution to blight
in the $125,000 “demonstration grant.”

Some 56 US. cities are engaged in self-
help programs, according to the U.S. Cham-
ber of Commerce, and these programs range
from the type of program carried on by
Indianapolis, to tax incentives in New York
City, which, the District Commissioners say,
we cannot afford. Some cities have taken a
hard look at the huge profits which slum
properties bring in, and have upped taxes on
them enough to make them unprofitable.

The District Commissioners might well
loock at the taxing system in Arlington
County, which has helped to end the blight
there. Mr. Francis M. Austin, director of
real estate assessments, explained the Ar-
lington County tax program this way in a
letter which was included in the hearings
held by Congressman MurLTER and we guote
it because, if applied in the District of
Columbia, it would make a very real and a
very great difference in the Adams-Morgan
area.

Mr. Austin said that:

“In the department of real estate assess-
ments, our first attempt is to value land at its
highest and best use in conformity with the
goning, regardless of what improvements may
be on the property. If land is valued under
this concept, it forces the owners to main-
tain an improvement in such a condition
that it will provide a reasonable return on
both land and bulldings. In the event this
does not happen the owner most generally
will modernize, remodel, rebuild, or sell to
someone who will develop the land properly.

“This approach to assessments tends to
prevent wornout, rundown areas by the use of
private capital which otherwise might turn
out to be a Government expense under an
urban renewal project."

Another thing which directly concerns the
Lanier Place Protective Association member-
ship is the fact that the District of Columbia
government has done little or nothing to
make the lot of private builders easy.
the case of Mr. J. B, Shapiro, who wants to
build a 20 milllon apartment house of 1,500
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units at 2700 Adams Mill Road. This apart-
ment house alone would cost more than twice
as much as the entire Adams-Morgan urban
renewal project will have available for apart-
ment and other building after it spends $13
million of its proposed $21 million for demo-
lition. The Shapiro project will not cost the
Federal or District Governments one red cent
in taxpayers moneys; it will, instead, pay as
much as an estimated $500,000 in taxes alone
to the District government. The project
would provide reasonably priced middle in-
come housing, and it would greatly benefit
the entire Adams-Morgan area in the same
way that the new Hilton Hotel, and the
Cafritz Universal bulldings are and will ben-
efit it.

The Adams-Morgan plan shows a high
density area at the bus turn-around site just
east of Calvert Street Bridge, a site imme-
diately adjacent to the Shapiro tract. The
Shapiro tract has been vacant for years, and
has been a hideout for vagrants and various
types of debauchees. Yet for the Shapiro
tract it is impossible to obtaln a high density
zoning. The Washington Daily News re-
ported recently that at least one of the mem-
bers of the Commission of Fine Arts walked
out of the hearing room in a *high dudgeon”
during a hearing on the application by Mr.
J. B. Shapiro.

The District government seems to be en-
gaged in giving Mr. Shapiro a brushoff
which would discourage any but the most
resolute private builder.

The Washington Daily News reported on
April 30 that:

“District Zoning Director Robert O. Clouser
sald J. B. Shapiro, whose office is at 1413 K
Street NW., filed notice of his intent to
build a $20 million structure just before the
new zoning plan took effect on May 12, 1958
* * = Mr. Clouser said the new zoning reg-
ulations also required that the bullder go
ahead with the plans he had submitted under
the old regulations ‘without substantial
change or deviation.' In September 1959,
the Board of Zoning Adjustment turned
down Mr. Shapiro’s request to relocate the
building on his lot because it considered it
a ‘very substantial change.’

“Later, he sald, Mr. Shapiro asked the
Zoning Commission unsuccessfully for com-
plete rezoning of the area to permit high-
density instead of medium-density apart-
ments.

“In the meantime, Licenses and Inspec-
tions Director J. J. Ilgenfritz said, no con-
struction work has been done. The excava-
tion, he said, simply involved the leveling of
a hill—which was the site of an old ceme-
tery that had to be moved.

“Inspectors decided the work wasn't mov-
ing with ‘reasonable diligence,’ Mr. Ilgen-
fritz said, and in January 1962, the building
permits were canceled.”

We would like to protest these harassments
which have been heaped on Mr. Shapiro by
the District government.

We would like to point out to the District
Board of Commissioners that Mr, Ilgenfritz,
who eanceled Mr. Shapiro’s building permits
because his inspectors decided the work
wasn't moving with “reasonable diligence,”
is the same Mr. Ilgenfritz who has utterly
failed to enforce the Housing Code of the
District. The Washington Post has men-
tioned him prominently in several recent
articles. In a first page article in the City
Life Section of the Washington Post of June
30 calling attention to the lagging enforce-
ment of the District Housing Code, we read:

“Joseph J. Ilgenfrits, Director of the De-
partment of Licenses and Inspections, has
stated that ‘compliance and not prosecution’
is his aim. Assistant Corporation Counsel
Clark F. King, who is in charge of prosecu-
tions at General Sessions Court, agrees.

“In effect, their policy has meant that a
landlord who knows the wheels and pulleys
of official machinery can delay legally re-
quired repairs for years with impunity.”
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Why is such favoritism shown slum land-
lords by the District government, while build-
ers who want to put up apartment buildings
are harassed and their building permits can-
celed?

Let us point out that many new apart-
ment buildings are now being built with
express train speed south of Washington in
Virginia, and north of Washington in Mary-
land while, at the same time, private build-
ing of apartments and other housing in the
District of Columbia is lagging far behind.

Are the city fathers interested only in
alding and assisting construction built under
the auspices of the District of Columbia Re-
development Land Agency? The Board of
Commissioners should call the leading pri-
vate builders of the District of Columbia to-
gether and find out what makes Virginia and
Maryland so attractive to builders and the
District so comparatively unattractive.

In conclusion, we would say that tax in-
centives, code enforcement, wise zoning pro-
cedures, and some of the plain commonsense
which seems to be in such short supply in
the Distriet of Columbia and is abundant in
evidence In Maryland and Virginia, would
renew the Adams-Morgan area at no cost
to the taxpayer and a lot more quickly and
surely than the Federal urban renewal pro-
gram, with its sorry and disgraceful record
in Southwest Washington during the past
12 years.

One hundred million dollars in Federal and
District tax funds have utterly failed to make
the 500-acre Southwest urban renewal area
attractive and livable. Georgetown and the
Adams-Morgan area, right now, are much
more attractive, and this without the doubt-
ful ministrations of the District of Columbia
Redevelopment Land Agency.

Furthermore, why should anyone support
a program which will displace 141 busi-
nessmen and one-third of the Adams-Mor-
gan population at a cost of $21 million?

In a letter filed in connection with the
hearings on the several bills to provide tax
incentives in the District for rehabilitation
and renovation of housing, Mr. Charles H.
Purcell, president of the Washington Board
of Realtors, declared:

“I can tell you that our taxing philosophy
today is all wrong and that changes that
would encourage rather than discourage
owners keeping their property in a proper
state of repair are long overdue.”

The Adams-Morgan urban renewal plan is
far and away the most expensive and de-
structive plan which could possibly have been
put together, and it should be tried only
after all other measures have failed.

It will vastly enrich a few businessmen in
the Adams-Morgan area, at the expense, and
indeed, the ruin of 141 others who will he
displaced. All businessmen are not being
given equal treatment, for some will re-
main and the ones who will remain will
benefit enormously. They are the lucky
ones, who got in on the ground floor early,
and who have controlled the planning of the
program.

The lure of easy money has always at-
tracted certain kinds of men and women,
even when such ill-gotten gains are obtained
through the suffering of others. In human
terms the price of easy money can be high,
very high.

YANKEE INGENUITY

Mr. SHRIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from New York [Mr. RIEHLMAN] may
extend his remarks at this point in the
REecorp and include extraneous matter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Kansas?

There was no objection.
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Mr. RIEHLMAN. Mr. Speaker, re-
cently I read a remarkable story about
the exercise of American ingenuity in
the manufacturing of television sets.

The story, in the Washington Evening
Star, deals with the achievements of the
General Electric Co. in producing a tele-
vision set selling for less than $100,
This achievement will provide strong
competition to forelgn manufacturers.

Because the General Electric Co. is
making this set in my congressional dis-
trict, in Syracuse, I am pleased to place
in the Recorp the excellent story from
the Star.

It follows:

[From the Washington (D.C.) Evening Star,
June 11, 1963]

GE Usmic YANKEE INGENUITY To BATTLE
JaPaN's INvVAsSION OF ELECTRONICS FIELD—
Smarr TV Price BrougHT DOWN TO LESS
TaEAN $100

(By Charles Covell)

American manufacturers may have found
a weapon with which to fight the mounting
Japanese invasion of U.S. markets.

The weapon is an old one. It is popularly
called Yankee Ingenuity and the latest to
utilize it is General Electric Co.

GE recently announced the introduction
of a portable television set with an 11-inch
pleture tube that is lightweight enough for
a child to carry. It is scheduled to hit the
retail markets soon.

Biggest news, though, is in the price,
$99.95, list. TUntil now, GE representatives
say, even the Japanese couldn't produce a
set that would sell for under $100. Only
after GE announced the new portable did
the Japanese make hurried plans to reduce
the price of an 8-inch model to meet the
competition.

INTERESTING BACKGROUND

Behind the new set, too, is an interesting
story. It goes back to the early postwar
years when Japan had only one real asset,
cheap labor, while the United States had the
plants and machine tools. In throse days
this country could offset the great difference
in labor costs through its high degree of
mechanization.

Then, like the Germans and others whose
plants were bombed out, the Japanese began
to rebuild. While U.S., machinery was wear-
ing out, they came up with new plants and
equipment that in some cases were equal to
or better than ours.

Soon the Japanese were flooding the mar-
kets with their products at prices far lower
than consumers were paylng for U.S. goods
or even European imports. This has been
particularly true in items that take up small
shipping space,

Japanese penetration of foreign markets
has been especially noticeable in optiecal
goods. Their cameras and binoculars have
been giving the Germans keen competition.
In sewing machines, Japan in a recent
month produced more than any nation had
in any 1 month in history.

COMPETITION IS MET

To meet this and other competition, some
American companies with old, established
names have been having their products made
in that country.

But in no other fleld has Japan’s economic
growth been more apparent than in the elec-
tronics industry. In 1955, Japan’s elec-
tronics production totaled only $136 million,
figures compiled here by the marketing serv-
ice department of the Electronic Indus-
tries Association show. In that year, U.S.
production totaled $6.107 billion, or 61 times
that of Japan.

Then Japanese output of pocket radios,
television sets, other el-ctronies products and
components began to soar. By 1959 Japan
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was approaching the billion mark, produc-
ing $902.7 million while the U.S. production
was $9.75 billion. At the end of last year
the margin was even narrower, Japanese pro-
duction reaching $1.6 billion and the United
States, $13.82 billion, a ratio of only 8 to 1.

The competition has been even more pro-
nounced in television. In 1856, Japan pro-
duced 312,000 units while the U.S. output
was 7.38 million. This was a ratio of 26
to 1. By 1961, the Japanese were producing
4,585 million units while the U.S. production
was 6.178 million, a ratlo of only 115 to 1.
In 1962 the margin was closer with 5.200
million units made in Japan and 6.471 mil-
lion in the United States.

FLOOD CONTINUES

Trade sources say that the wave of con-
sumer electronics shipped here from Japan
shows no signs of decreasing. In the first
quarter of 1963, the two key products, tele-
visions, and radios with three or more tran-
sistors, showed substantial gains over the
first quarter of 1962.

Operating under standards set by the
Ministry of Forelgn Trade, Japanese manu-
facturers are said to have cornered 55 per-
cent of the U.S. market in portable radios
and 10 percent of the market for small,
portable television sets.

To meet the wage differential, 36 cents
an hour in Japan compared with $2.41 an
hour, including all fringe benefits, for U.S.
workers, some manufacturers of well-known
television sets are having them made in
Japan.

Magnavox, with its new 16-inch set, Olym-
pic and, to a lesser degree, Symphonic, are
all sald to be buying sets in that country.
Furthermore, all U.S. manufacturers are
reported to be using or about to use Japanese
components,

The Government seems inclined to do lit-
tle about the competition because the bal-
ance of U.S. exports to Japan have far out-
weighed imports except in 1 year, 1959.

This is where Yankee ingenuity enters the
picture. Since it couldn't lick the wage dis-
parity. General Electric has been trying to
meet the competition through new ap-
proaches.

BAVINGS MOUNT

Considerable savings have been made
through “value analysis” studies. In these
the company literally picks the brains of
everyone remotely connected with the pro-
duction of a television set and its compo-
nents. For example, improving the design
of a power transformer cut its cost from
37 to 17% cents. Altering a metalllc tube
retainer lowered its price from 4.2 cents
to less than a cent.

But GE thinks it has hit the jackpot with
its new portable TV. In this it entirely
eliminated the conventional chassis, mount-
ing the components on the printed circuitry
around, above and below the picture tube.

Not only does it cut costs by virtually
ending all hand soldering operations, but GE
engineers say it permits more accurate pre-
testing of the chassis, reduces weight by elim-
inating nearly all metal parts and increases
serviceability.

GOVERNMENT PROGRAM OF PUR-

CHASING MICA FOR NATIONAL

DEFENSE STOCKPILE

Mr. SHRIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from New Hampshire [Mr. CLEVELAND]
may extend his remarks at this point
in the Recorp and include extraneous
matter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Kansas?

There was no objection.

July 1

Mr. CLEVELAND. Mr, Speaker, the
Government program of purchasing mica
for the national defense stockpile was
terminated in July 1962. My colleague,
the distinguished Congressman from
North Carolina [Mr. WHITENER], and
myself introduced legislation earlier this
year to set up a Government mica pur-
chasing and auction program. We did
this to relieve the critical economic sit-
uation existing in the mica industry.

In connection with this legislation, the
Department of the Interior has rendered
an adverse report, the General Services
Administration has also rendered an ad-
verse report. Their reasons for opposi-
tion, advanced in these reports, are that
there is no longer a need to purchase
mica for defense or other purposes.
They also indicated that our existing in-
ventories of mica are in excess of current
requirements.

In their adverse reports on my legisla-
tion, the General Services Administra-
tion expressed concern that additional
purchases could not be sold and would
simply add to existing excesses. The
Department of the Interior pointed out
that my bill would put the Government
in the position of a mineral broker and in
competition with private enterprise.

With this background, Mr. Speaker, it
is shocking to find that the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture has just announced
its intention to furnish Brazil with
200,000 tons of wheat in exchange for
ores including, specifically, mica.

Mr. Speaker, here we have a devas-
tating situation indeed. The Depart-
ment of the Interior and the General
Services Administration have gone on
record as saying that we do not need
mica. At about the same time, the De-
partment of Agriculture is engaged in a
barter arrangement to obtain more mica.
The transaction, as I understand it, inso-
far as it pertains to mica will result in ap-
proximately 240,000 pounds of mica com-
ing into this country from Brazil. This
is approximately equivalent to the total
value of the mica produced in the United
States in 1962.

Mr. Speaker, this is the type of trans-
action that destroys one’s confidence in
the intelligence of the Federal Govern-
ment. Mr. Speaker, how can anyone
explain to those people in the mica in-
dustry how our Government can permit
this type of situation to take place. To
the people involved, this is confusing and
demoralizing. The U.S. Government has
ended its national mica stockpiling pro-
gram, but, at the same time, seeks to
purchase additional mica from foreign
sources. Mr. Speaker, I call on the De-
partment of Agriculture, the Department
of the Interior, the General Services Ad-
ministration, and all other agencies of
Government with any decent concern
for the preservation of American indus-
try and jobs for our people to get to-
gether-and investigate this situation.

In the meantime, Mr. Speaker, I intro-
duced, last week, additional legislation
to help the mica industry. Under the
provisions of this legislation—H.R.
7254—30 percent of all duties collected
on the import of mica and mica products
will be established in a special fund.
The money will be used by the Secretary
of the Interior to conduct technological
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and related research projects to develop
and increase markets for mieca and mica
products and to provide advertising and
sales promotion programs.

Mr. Speaker, there is ample precedent
for this legislation. I cite the Salton-
stall-Kennedy Act which similarly pro-
vided a special fund for research and
development in aid of the fisheries in-
dustry. Also, under the proyvisions of
the national Wool Act of 1954, part of
the tariffs on wool imports are set aside
for development and sales promotion
programs for wool. Those programs
have been successful. The mica indus-
try in this country is entitled in all fair-
ness to similar help.

BRACERO PROGRAM

Mr. SHRIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from California [Mr. TALcoTT] ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the
Recorp and include extraneous matter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Kansas?

There was no objection.

Mr. TALCOTT. Mr. Speaker, the
following sincere and simple letter to
me is from a small strawberry grower
not in my district. Nevertheless, I feel
some responsibility for his panic and
%:1 plight of those who depend upon

OxwNARD BERRY FarMm, INc.,
Oznard, Calif.

Dear Sm: I would llke to tell you what
the bracero program has meant to me. I
have been a grower of strawberries since
1947. Then we shipped only to the local
markets and a few as far as Portland and
Beattle. Now we ship all over the United
States and Canada. The reasons for the
change is that we have learned to control
the quality of the pick. To do this we have
to have sufficient men to cover the fleld
every 4 days. If we begin to get behind,
we have to have a place where we can pick
up sufficient men in a hwrry to continue
to control the pick. We need them now,
not a week from now. The answer to this
problem has been the bracero, Now that
they are gone I cannot see how we are to
solve this problem. There is no hope of
mechanization in the foreseeable future, as
we are handling the most perishable com-
modity on the market. It has to be selected
gently every 4 days in order to be shipped.

I have to make a declsion in the next 2
weeks on whether to plant or not. To plant
an acre requires an investment of #1,500.
This is a lot of money to lay out when you
cannot see any hope of labor to harvest your
crop properly.

Will you be good enough to let me know
whether you think there is any chance for
some program for supplemental labor to be
enacted this year.

Respectiully,
C. M. EENNEDY.

The strawberry plant is a perennial
and produces over a 3- or 4-year period.
The initial investment is great. The
risks of favorable weather and market
are even greater.

Mr. Eennedy is willing to assume these
risks if he can obtain labor to harvest
the crop. Without assurance of labor
for the next 3 to 4 years he cannot
plant.

Mr. Kennedy's risk and produect will
provide jobs for machinery and vehicle
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manufacturers of many kinds; fertilizer
manufacturers, distributors, and appli-
cators; truckers; packers; shippers; al-
lied processors, such as manufacturers
and distributors of jams, jellies, ice
cream, frozen desserts; paper, wooden,
and metal packages; merchandisers,
clerks, grocery store owners.

The farmers’ share of the proceeds
from strawberries is very small. Does
anyone in Congress have an answer for
Mr. Kennedy or the thousands of per-
sons throughout the United States who
depend upon him for their livelihood?
I would like to hear.

J. F. K. FAILS TO INTERPRET
HISTORY

Mr. SHRIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from California [Mr. TALcoTT] may ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the
Recorp and include extraneous matter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Kansas?

There was no objection.

Mr. TALCOTT. Mr. Speaker, many of
us will agree that President KEennedy de-
ported himself well on his tour of Europe.
His homely visit to his fatherland struck
the intimate pride of anyone with an-
cestors in Europe. The syntax and word
selection of his speeches were brilliant.

However, another facet of the tour
worries many of our citizens. For the
considered, erudite view of the “loyal
opposition,” I commend the following
editorial from the Monterey Peninsula
Herald, by Allen Griffin, editor and pub-
lisher.

President John F, Kennedy's visit to Europe
is an ill-fated tour that will bring no benefits
to the United States and that possibly could
bring 111 fortune to Europe.

The President is visiting several countries
that are under lame duck control. Adensauer
of Germany, a great man whose place In his-
tory is already well carved, 1s in the last
months of his career as Chief of State of
that country. One of his greatest achieve-
ments was the rapport that he and Presi-
dent De Gaulle developed for the benefit of
Europe's future,

In Italy, President Eennedy will deal with
a government that may be no government at
all. It is a bird of passage, here today and
gone tomorrow. It is without any substan-
tial influence in the affairs of other countries
of Europe.

In England, President Eennedy has only
to deal with the Macmillan government, un-
less it is thrown out in the meantime. It is
a government that has been besmirched by
the sex scandal of one of its leading ex-mem-
bers. Nobody knows how many other scan-
dals of similar poor odor are to be revealed.

There is only one government of a great
power in Europe today that is sound, de-
pendable, and free of scandal.

That is the Government of France under
Gen. Charles de Gaulle,

In order to avold any possible breath of
contact with that government, the President
of the United States had his flight adjusted
80 that he would not even fily over the free
air of independent France. This is our mis-
fortune, our miscalculation, and a repeti-
tion of the blunders made by Franklin Del-
ano Roosevelt In regard to De Gaulle and, to
8 lesser extent, by President Truman in re-
gard to De Gaulle.

Our capacity for no-see-"em ship is al-
most beyond belief. The President and his
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advisers are supposed to be omnivorous
readers. Perhaps they read without paying
the least bit of attention to the subject mat-
ter of their reading. The subject matter is in
the fascinating and instructive series of writ-
ings by Gen. Charles de Gaulle that are his
war memoirs. There are three volumes, “The
Call to Honor," “Unity,” and “Salvation.” If
the leaders of this country had only been at-
tentive enough to history to read these three
volumes, they would not have made the mis-
takes that they are agaln making in spite of
the instructions of history.

Another learned gentleman who recelives
far more praise than he deserves, except for
his golf (which is very good), is Senator J.
WiiLiam FuorerieHT, of Arkansas.

Not content with leaving the problem in
its current seriousness, Senator FULBRIGHT
endeavors to make it worse by declaring
publicly that France is hostile to NATO be-
cause France is still “overcompensating™ for
her bad performance during World War II.
The chairman of the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee in a television program
Sunday declared for all the world to hear
that “the performance of France during
World War II was not very creditable.”
France's pride has also been wounded, ac-
cording to FurerigHT, by the country's
“fallure to operate a self-governing democ-
racy” in the postwar years. Such wounded
people, he says, must be handled “with kid
gloves.”

It appears that the United States, due to
the kind of leadership it has in the White
House and in the Senate, is Intent upon do-
ing endless damage to the relationships of
the United States with the most powerful
and, without doubt, the greatest country in
Europe today, and the one under the most
farsighted and determined leadership. This
is fantastic. This is incredible.

If President Kennedy succeeds In any of
his current efforts in Europe, his success will
not strengthen NATO, it will not make
friends for the United States, it will not lead
to peace in this world.

The President of the United States seems
to be determined to cause a rift between the
two ancient enemies, France and Germany,
who have, under the great leadership of
Adenauer and De Gaulle, brought about a
rapport that has promised a Europe at peace.
For every person who looks forward to a
period, a long period, of peace within Europe,
this is a mistake beyond any calculation. It
is sophomoric in its concept. It is vain and
egotistical. It is utterly lacking in any con-
ception of the role of history.

NEGLECTING TO ACKNOWLEDGE
THOSE GOOD AND WORTHY
THINGS
Mr. MARSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent that the gentleman

from Texas [Mr. GoNzALEZ] may extend
his remarks at this point in the Recorp
and include extraneous matter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, one
of our persistent failings in our rela-
tions with each other is that of neglect-
ing to acknowledge those good and
worthy things done by our friends and
associates.

Our wives tell us this when we let too
long a period pass without a word of
appreciation or complimentary expres-
sion and we dutifully make amends for
this delinquency from time to time.
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But such a failing is more common
outside the family situation where we
have grown accustomed to receiving un-
acknowledged the good works of good
men. Itis as though we took such works
from them for granted, as though they
were due and expected.

In a sense they are, for we expect a
good man to do good things. However,
this is not to say that an expression
of appreciation, an acknowledgment,
should not also be due and expected.

It is my desire to state in this fashion
my personal regard and appreciation for
one of my associates on the delegation
from Texas, in this case the senior Sen-
ator from Texas.

Senator RarpH W. YARBOROUGH is a
man wkom I have known for a number
of years and my measure of him grows
as time continues.

We have a saying in Texas that great
things can be grown on all our land in
all parts of our State. Strangers hear
this and point to some arid, sandy area
sprinkled with rocks, and we have some
such, and they ask what can be grown
there. Our answer is men. We can
grow great men. We are proud of the
great men who have grown on our soil,
and we are proud of Senator Yar-
BOROUGH.

He happens to come from a most
verdant, forested area of our State. It
is one of the first settled areas which
was very much a part of the economy
and the social order of the Deep South.
It is the Deep South. We call it deep
east Texas.

Our senior Senator comes from that
area and I know full well his pride in all
the good things of that heritage. I
know too the trials he has had carrying
that love for his past into this fast-
changing time where as our world
shrinks we search for ways to accom-
modate ourselves to each other.

I have watched Senator YARBOROUGH
search for such accommodations and as
he did so, he each time searched for that
which was honorable, that which was
worthy of one who wished to lead and
not simply mirror that which was pop-
ular. This is in the tradition of great-
ness, and I compliment the Senator
for it.

The reason these things are on my
mind today is that I learn that a Wash-
ington paper recently editorially chided
all southern Senators for not speaking
out, for holding their peace, while the
Nation is wracked in public debate on
issues that are controversial and im-
portant, though not popular in their
home States.

This was in error, for it fails to credit
the senior Senator from Texas with
having spoken out forthrightly in an
effort to stay the excesses of bigotry and
to promote a decent regard for human
dignity. These things he has done.

Recently, following President Ken-
nedy’s speech to the Nation on June 11,
1963, Senator YARBOROUGH stood tall
when asked for comment on that speech.
His comments were:

President Eennedy made a reasoned ap-
peal based on+the American sense of justice,
and on the principles announced long ago
in the Declaration of Independence.
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The President's statement 1s powerful
because it appealed to reason and to justice
and to fairness.

It is strong because it appealed to the
spirit of man.

It did not rattle a domestic sword; it was
not a threat, but a promise; it did not
threaten to stamp people who did not agree
with him.

Its strength lles in the quest for the con-
sclence of Americans.

I believe the goal and the ultimate effect
of the President’s speech will be to help unify
and strengthen the country.

I like a man who stands tall. I like
it especially when he does it while others
are hunkering down like a low bush in a
heavy wind.

We have a tall standing Senator from
Texas, and we are proud of him.

PRODUCTIVITY OF LABOR

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. GonNzaLEz] may extend
his remarks at this point in the Recorp
and include extraneous matter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, this
House earlier this session wisely chose
to reject a 2-year extension of the
Bracero Act, Public Law 78. I should
hope that we will continue to reject any
extension of this act which by injecting
a large supply of cheap labor into the
American agricultural market prevents
the wages of domestic migrant workers
from rising through the market forces
of supply and demand.

Proponents of Public Law 78 have not
only claimed a great insufficiency of do-
mestic labor for agricultural stoop labor,
thereby justifying in their eyes the
bracero program; they have also cited
reasons why wages of the workers should
be deplorably low.

Mr. Matt Triggs, assistant legislative
director for the American Farm Bureau
Federation, based his argument for low
migrant worker wages on their low pro-
ductivity when he testified before the
Senate Subcommittee on Migratory La-
bor on April 24. He argued for allowing
free economic forces to improve the lot
of the migrant workers, and claimed that
wages will not rise in such a free market
until the productivity of the migrants
increases.

First might I ask: Why does he artifi-
cially alter free market forces by intro-
ducing a cheap foreign labor force?
And second, I might point out his dis-
tortion of the influence of productivity
on wage rates. Does the constant and
low produectivity of such people as brick-
layers, painters, cabinetmakers, custo-
dians, and so forth keep their wages
where they were years ago? Certainly
not. The element of the supply of work-
ers is often more important than pro-
ductivity considerations.

To a small extent technology and pro-
ductivity do place limits on the amount
a farmer can pay. The price of the
farmer’s product, however, as well as
productivity, determines wage ceilings.
Our society could certainly afford to pay
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the migrant a higher wage. That will
not happen until the free market forces
of supply and demand forces both wages
and prices up. A bracero program does
not allow these forces to operate freely
and effectively.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legisla-
tive program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

Mr. PELLY, for 30 minutes, today.

Mr. Weaver (at the request of Mr.
SHRIVER), for 2 hours, on July 23, 1963.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
extend remarks in the CONGRESSIONAL
REecorp, or to revise and extend remarks,
was granted to:

Mr. Froop in two instances.

Mr. FOREMAN.

Mr. ALGER.

Mr. SIKES.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. SHRIVER) and to include ex-
traneous matter:)

Mr. Furron of Pennsylvania.

Mr. Byrnes of Wisconsin.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. Marsu) and to include ex-
traneous matter:)

Mr. DINGELL,

Mr. PoweLL in four instances.

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT
RESOLUTION REFERRED

Bills and a joint resolution of the
Senate of the following titles were taken
from the Speaker’s table and, under the
rule, referred as follows:

5.280. An act for the rellef of Etsuko Mat-
suo McClellan; to the Committee on the
Judielary.

5.206. An act for the relief of Anne Marle
Kee Tham; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

S.538. An act for the rellef of Henry Bang
Willlams; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

S.546. An act to authorize the Secretary
of the Navy to grant easements for the use
of lands in the Camp Joseph H. Pendleton
Naval Reservation, Calif,, for a nuclear elec-
tric generating station; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

5.568. An act for the relief of Denis Ryan;
to the Committee on the Judiclary.

B.733. An act for the relief of Yung Yuen
Yau; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

5.763. An act for the relief of Mrs. Giu-
seppa Rafala Monarca; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

5.879. An act to provide for the striking
of medals in commemoration of the 150th
anniversary of the building of Perry’'s fleet
and the Battle of Lake Erie; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

8.1082. An act to establish In the Treas-
ury & correctional industries fund for the
government of the District of Columbia, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

8.1125. An act to provide for the striking
of medals in commemoration of the 100th
anniversary of the admission of Nevada to
statehood; to the Committee on Banking
and Currency.
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8.1201. An act for the rellef of Dr. James
T, Maddux; to the Committee on the Judi-

S.1230. An act for the relief of Carlton
M. Richardson; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

S.1401. An act to authorize the Commis-
sioners of the District of Columbia to ac-
quire, construct, operate, and regulate a
public offstreet parking facility; to the Com-
mittee on the Distriet of Columbia.

S.1480. An act for the relief of J. Arthur
Fields; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

8.J. Res. 51. Joint resclution to authorize
the presentation of an Alr Force Medal of
Recognition to Maj. Gen. Benjamin D.
Foulois, retired; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION
PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr. BURLESON, from the Committee
on House Administration, reported that
that committee did on June 27, 1963,
deliver to the White House for forward-
ing to the President, for his approval,
bills and a joint resolution of the House
of the following titles:

HR. 1492, An act to provide for the sale
of certain reserved mineral interests of the
United States in certain real property owned
by Jack D, Wishart and Juanita H. Wishart;

H.R.1819. An act to amend the Federal
Employees Health Benefits Act of 1959 to
provide additional choice of health benefits
plans, and for other purposes;

H.R.1937. An act to amend the act known
as the Life Insurance Act of the District of
Columbia, approved June 19, 1934, and the
act known as the Fire and Casualty Act of
the District of Columbia, approved October
3, 1940;

H.R. 3537. An act to increase the jurisdie-
tion of the Municipal Court for the District
of Columbia in civil actions, to change the
names of the court, and for other purposes;

H.R.6791. An act to continue for 2 years
the existing reduction of the exemption
from duty enjoyed by returning residents,
and for other purposes; and

H.J. Res. 467. Joint resolution amending
section 221 of the National Housing Act to
extend for 2 years the broadened eligibility
presently provided for mortgage insurance
thereunder.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 12 o’clock and 31 minutes p.m.) the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, July 2, 1963, at 12 o’clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

986. A letter from the Secretary of the
Navy, transmitting a draft of a proposed bill
entitled “A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to authorize Increased fees for
the sale of U.S. Naval Oceanographic Office
publications”; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

987. A letter from the Comptroller General
of the United States, transmitting a report
on a review of separation, storage, and dis-
posal of records at selected Federal records
centers, National Archives, and Records Serv-
ice, General Services Administration; to the
Committee on Government Operations.

988. A letter from the Comptroller General
of the United States, transmitting a report
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on unnecessary expenditures of more than
#1 million for storage of petroleum in a
commercial facility at Plattsburgh, N.Y.; to
the Committee on Government Operations.

989. A letter from the Comptroller General
of the United States, transmitting a report
on overprocurement of transponders for the
Nike-Hercules guided missile system by the
Department of the Army; to the Committee
on Government Operations.

990. A letter from the Comptroller General
of the United States, transmitting a report
on the unnecessary payment by the United
States of costs properly chargeable to Japan
for administrative and rel .ted expenses of
the military asslstance program for Japan;
to the Committee on Government Operations.

991. A letter from the Chairman, Civil
Aeronautics Board, transmitting a draft of
a proposed bill entitled “A bill to amend
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 so as to
clarify the powers of the Civil Aeronautics
Board in respect of consolidation of certain
proceedings”; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

992, A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Communications Commission, transmitting a
draft of a proposed bill entitled “A bill to
amend subsection (b) of section 310 of the
Communications Act of 1934, as amended’’;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

993. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Trade Commission, transmitting an economic
report to the Federal Trade Commission by
its staff entitled “Economic Inquiry Into
Food Marketing—Part II: The Frozen Fruit,
Juice, and Vegetable Industry’; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

994. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting a report cover-
ing all tort claims paid by the Department
of the Interior for the fiscal year 1962, pur-
suant to (28 U.8.C., sec. 2673); to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUB-
LIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey: Joint
Committee on the Disposition of Executive
Papers. Report pursuant to 63 Stat. 377;
without amendment (Rept. No. 480), Or-
dered to be printed.

Mr. ROBERTS of Alabama: Committee on
Interstate and Forelgn Commerce. HR.
1341. A bill to require passenger-carrying
motor vehicles purchased for use by the
Federal Government to meet certain safety
standards; with amendment (Rept. No. 491).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union,

Mr. HALEY: Committee on Interlor and
Insular Affairs. H.R. 8306. A bill to estab-
lish a revolving fund from which the Secre-
tary of the Interior may make loans to
finance the procurement of expert assist-
ance by Indian tribes in cases before the
Indian Clalms Commission; with amendment
(Rept. No. 482). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union.

Mr. HALEY: Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs. HZR. 5883. A bill to correct
a land description in the act entitled “An
act to provide for an exchange of lands be-
tween the United States and the Southern
Ute Indian Tribe, and for other purposes';
without amendment (Rept. No. 493). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Unlon.

Mr. HALEY: Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs. H.R. 6406. A bill to au-
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to con-
vey certaln federally owned land in trust
status to the Cherokee Indian Tribe of Okla-
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homa; with amendment (Rept. No. 494),
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

Mr. HALEY: Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs. HR. 6710. A bill to ap-
prove an order of the Secretary of the In-
terior canceling Irrigation charges against
non-Indian-owned lands under the Wind
River Indian irrigation project, Wyoming,
and for other purposes; without amendment
(Rept. No. 495). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union.

Mr. COOLEY: Committee on Agriculture.
H.ER. 6998. A Dbill to provide for increased
wheat acreage allotments in the Tulelake
area of California; without amendment
(Rept. No. 406). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union.

Mr. HAYS: Committee of Conference.
H.R. 5207. A bill to amend the Foreign Serv-
ice Bulldings Act, 1826, to authorize addi-
tional appropriations, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. No. 497). Ordered to be
printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRI~
VATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. MOORE: Committee on the Judiciary.
8. 292. An act for the relief of Yoo Chul
Soo; without amendment (Rept. No. 484).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. CHELF: Committee on the Judiciary.
5. 310. An act for the relief of Kaino Hely
Auzis; with amendment (Rept. No. 485).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. CHELF: Committee on the Judiciary.
S. 686. An act for the relief of Millle Gail
Mesa; without amendment (Rept. No. 486).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. FEIGHAN: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 8. 671. An act for the relief of Mir-
han Gazarian; with amendment (Rept. No.
487). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. MOORE: Committee on the Judiciary.
5. 735. An act for the relief of Peter Hope-
ton Maylor; without amendment (Rept. No.
488). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. POFF: Committee on the Judiciary.
B. 866. An act for the rellef of Enrico
Petrucci; without amendment (Rept. No.
489). Referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr, BLATNIK:

HR.7351. A bill to amend the Public
Works Acceleration Act to increase the
authorization for appropriations under that
act, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Public Works,

By Mr. FINDLEY:

H.R.73562. A bill to authorize the colnage
of 50-cent pleces in commemoration of the
100th anniversary of the delivery of Lincoln’s
immortal address at Gettysburg; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. FOGARTY :

H.R.7353. A bill to require certain stand-
ards of nonpersistence of synthetic pesticide
chemicals (economie polsons) manufactured
in the United States or imported into the
United States; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.
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By Mr. GOODELL:

H.R. 7354. A bill to authorize the acquisi-
tion of and the payment for a flowage and
clearing easement and rights-of-way over
lands within the Allegany Indian Reserva-
tion in New York, required by the United
States for the Allegheny River (Einzua Dam)
project, to provide for the relocatlon, re-
habilitation, social and economic develop-
ment of the members of the Seneca Nation,
and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs,

By Mr. HALPERN :

H.R.7355. A bill to provide readjustment
assistance to veterans who serve in the Armed
Forces during the induction period; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. HEBERT:

H.R.7356. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, relating to the nomination and
selection of candidates for appointment to
the Military, Naval, and Air Force Academies;
to the Committee on Armed Services.

H.R. T3867. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to limit the revocation of retired
pay of members of the Armed Forces, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Armed Services,

By Mr. HOSMER :

H.R.7358. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to make disposition of geo-
thermal steam, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Interior and Insular Af-
fairs.

By Mr. KEOGH:

H.R.T7359. A bill to provide for the estab-
lishment of Fire Island National Seashore,
in the State of New York, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs.

By Mr. PILLION:

H.R.7360. A bill to amend title IIT of the
act of March 3, 1833, commonly referred
to as the "Buy American Act,” as it relates
to the acquisition of steel, steel products, and
steel materials for public use; to the Com-
mittee on Public Works.

H.R.7361. A bill to amend title III of the
act of March 3, 1933, commonly referred to
as the “Buy American Act,” as it relates to
the determination of the reasonability of
cost of steel, steel products, and steel ma-
terials; to the Committee on Public Works.

H.R.7362. A bill to amend the Antldump-
ing Act, 1921; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. ROOSEVELT:

HR.73863. A bill to amend title II of the
National Housing Act to permit cooperative
housing mortgages insured under section 213
to be refinanced under section 221(d)(38);
to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

H.R.7364. A bill to amend section 221 of
the National Housing Act to permit units
for single persons to be included in projects
of public and nonprofit mortgagors financed
under subsection (d)(3) thereof; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. STUBBLEFIELD:

HZR.7365. A bill to amend the act of Sep-
tember 80, 1961, with respect to the applica-
tion of the antitrust laws to the televising of
the games of certain professional teams; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TEAGUE of California:

H.R.7366. A bill to amend the Small Rec-
lamation Projects Act of 19566; to the Com-
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

By Mr. TOLLEFSON:

H.R.7367. A bill to prohibit trade with
Communist nations; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. WEAVER:

H.R.7368. A bill to designate the reservoir
on the Bhenango River above Sharpsville, Pa.,
as the George Mahaney Reservoir; to the
Committee on Public Works,

By Mr. WHARTON:

HR,.T7369. A bill to amend the Internal

Revenue Code of 1954 to permit a taxpayer
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to deduct tuition expenses paid by him for
the education of himself or his spouse or any
of his dependents at an institution of high-
er learning; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. WILLIS:

HR.T7370. A bill to fix the fees payable
to the Patent Office and for other purposes;
to the Committee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. ASHBROOK:

H.J. Res. 530. Joint resolution proposing an
amendment to the Constitution of the United
States permitting the right to read from the
Holy Bible and to offer nonsectarian prayers
in the public schools or other public places
if participation therein is not compulsory;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr,. HOSMER.:

H.J. Res. 531. Joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States permitting the right to read
from the Holy Bible and to offer nonsec-
tarian prayers in the public schools or other
public places if participation therein is not
compulsory; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H.J. Res. 532, Joint resolution expressing
the determination of the United States with
respect to the situation in Cuba and the
Western Hemisphere; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. LIPSCOMB:

H.J. Res. 533. Joint resolution expressing
the determination of the United States with
respect to the situation in Cuba and the
Western Hemisphere; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. MURPHY of New York:

H.J. Res. 534. Joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States permitting the offering of
prayers and the reading of the Bible in pub-
lie schools in the United States; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ROOSEVELT:

H.J. Res. 536. Joint resolution to author-
ize the President to proclaim a week iIn
March of each year as National Health Week;
to the Committee on the Judiciaky.

By Mr. ROYBAL:

H.J. Res. 536. Joint resolution to author-
ize the President to proclaim a week in
March of each year as National Health Week;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SAYLOR:

H.J. Res,. 537. Joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States to authorize Congress, by two-
thirds vote of both Houses, to override de-
cisions of the Supreme Court; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. STINSON:

H.J. Res, 538. Joint resolution to authorize
the President to proclaim October 9 in each
year as Leif Erikson Day; to the Committee
on the Judiclary.

By Mr. FASCELL:

H. Con. Res. 180. “oncurrent resolution
providing for the annual observance of the
Liberty Bell anniversary; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WHARTON:

H. Res. 426. Resolution to prohibit back-

door spending; to the Committee on Rules.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Tegis-
lature of the State of Florida, memorializing
the President and the Congress of the United
States to authorize the release of all unim-
proved U.S. lands in Wakulla County, Fla.,
for the use of the public for recreational
purposes; to the Committee on Interlor and
Insular Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Louisiana, memorializing the Presi-
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dent and the Congress of the United States
to recognize and commend volunteer firemen
of the State for their unselfish and dedi-
cated devotion to the happiness and well-
being of the people of Louisiana; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of New Jersey, memorializing the Presi-
dent and the Congress of the United States
relative to transmitting a certified copy of
chapter 109, “Laws of 1963"; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. OSMERS:

H.R.T371. A bill for the relief of Vassilios
Trilivas, Polyxeni Trilivas, and Savas Trilivas;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. STINSON:

H.R.T372. A bill for the relief of Maja
Thomsen Hoffmann; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

174, By the SPEAKER: Petition of Marian
1. Carney, executive secretary, Northwest Line
Constructors Chapter, National Electrical
Contractors Assoclation, Portland, Oreg.,
relative to reflecting our critical view of the
restrictive regulations recently and jointly
iesued by the U.S. Department of Agricul-
ture and the U.S. Department of the Interior
relating to the crossing of public lands by
non-Federal builders of powerlines; to the
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

175. Also, petition of J. A. Brunton, Jr.,
chief scout executive, National Council, Boy
Scouts of America, New Brunswick, N.J., rela-
tive to the leadership of President Kennedy,
Cabinet members, Members of the Congress,
and other leaders of our Nation; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration.

176. Also, petition of Henry Stoner, Can-
yon Village Motor Lodge, Yellowstone Park,
Wyo., requesting the initiation of a consti-
tutional amendment proposal to permit lo-
cal school boards to permit Bible reading and
prayers in publie schools within their juris-
diction, in spite of the recent U.S. Supreme
Court decision; to the Committee on the
Judiclary.

177. Also, petition of Aime J. Forand, pres-
ident, National Council of Senlor Citizens,
Inc., Washington, D.C,, relative to supporting
the bills H.R. 5625 and 8. 1321, which calls
for an appropriation of $5 million to set up
a National SBervice Corps; to the Committee
on Education and Labor,

178. Also, petition of Aime J. Forand, pres-
ident, National Council of Senlor Citizens,
Inc., Washington, D.C., urging the Congress
to reject the proposed Ilegislation as de-
scribed in S. 774 and H.R. 38669; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

179. Also, petition of Aime J, Forand, pres-
ident, National Council of Senior Citizens,
Inc., Washington, D.C., requesting additional
living quarters for the senior citizens of the
United States, etec.; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

180. Also, petition of Alme J. Forand, pres-
ident, National Council of Senior Citizens,
Inc., Washington, D.C., relative to endorsing
the principle of health care Iinsurance
through social security such as embodied in
the current legislation in Congress known as
the EKing-Anderson Hospital Insurance Act
of 1963, which would provide medical care
to senlor citizens over 65 years of age; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,
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